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of any document published In this issue, Detailed
table of contents appears inslde.

MORTGAGES—FHLBB eliminates insurance prepayment

requirement on certain loans; effective 10-29-73 29802

MOTOR VEHICLES—DOT propases change in procedures
for témporary exemption from safety standards; com-
ments by 12-13-73. 29817

FOREIGN SERVICE—USIA changes citizenship require-
ments for information officers; effective 10-29-73

COMMODITY EXCHANGES—USDA establishes require-
ments for contract market rule enforcement; effective
12-1-73 C e oo 29806

29807

mrats cvieiesass:nes

ANTIDUMPING—Tariff Commission determination on

- papermaking machinery and parts from Sweden. e 29846
MEETINGS—
HEW: Mental Health Small Grant Committee, 11-12 -
and 11-13-73.. 29834
NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION, advisory panels:
Neurobiology, 11-5 and 11-6-73......ccccomeceeeecmeeee. 29847
Anthropology, 11-8 and 11-9-73 29847 -
Soclal Psychology, 11-8 and 13~9-73..uceeececeuenee. 29847
Soclology, 11-8 and 11-8-73. 29847
Genetic Biology, 11-8 and 11-9-73.....cccccccimeecenceen. 29847
History and Philosophy of Science, 11-9-73........ ... 29847
Political Science, 11-9-73 29847

TREASURY DEPARTMENT, Comptroller of the Cur-
rency's Regional Advisory Committees on Banking
Policies and Practices:

Second National Bank Region, 11-2 and 11-3-73.... 29830

Eighth Nationa! Bank Region, 11-9-73.......ccccccmee... 29830
USDA: Gila National Forest Grazing Advisory Board,
11-14-73 .. ererricanen 29834

Florida Citrus Shippers Advisory Committee,

11-6-73 .cuuere- o ve. emeranasraraeenerna 29833
INTERIOR DEPARTMENT. Vale District Advisory Board
10-29-73 .rrreniereee - 29833

TELECOMMUNICATIONS ‘ POLICY OFFICE: Electro-
‘magnetic Radiation Advisory Committee, 10-31-73.._. 29851

“(Continued inside)

PART II:

INDUSTRIAL POLLUTION—EPA proposes effluent
limitations guidelines for slaghterhouses and
meat packing facilities; comments by 11-28-73.... 29857
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ADMINISTRATION ON AGING

Rules and Regulations

Grants for State and community
programs on aging; correction_ 29809

AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE

Rules and Regulations .

Cranberries grown in certain
States; handling_ .. ______

Ma.rketmg agreements practice
rules; miscellaneous amend-
ments

Milk in the central Illinois mar-
keting area; order suspending
certain provisions_..___________

Notices

Shippers. Advisory Committee
meeting; handling of citrus
grown in Floridaz

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT

. See Agricultural Marketing Serv-
jce; Commodity Exchange ‘Au-
thority; TForest Service; Soil
Conservation Service.

ALCOHOL, DRUG ABUSE, AND MENTAL
HEALTH ADMINISTRATION

Notices

Mental Health Small Grant Com-
mittee; meeting_ o ___ 29834

ALCOHOL, TOBACCO, ‘AND FIREARMS
BUREAU

Notices

Terrence S. Bickers, et al.; grant-
ing of relief

ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION

Notices

Metropolitan Edison Co. et al;
hearing

Virginia, Electric and Power Co.;

* appointment of chairman for
hearing

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Notices

International A1r Transport As-
sociation; agreement on speclﬁc
commodity rates________.______

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
Rules and Regulations
Excepted service:
Commerce Department (2 docu-
ments)
Defense Department.......__
Environmental Protection -
Agency (2 documents).__._ - 29797
Notices
Grants of authority to make non-
career executive assignments:
Civil Rights Commission_____.
Health, Education, and Welfare
Department
Interior Department . ..o ___

29799

29797

29801

29833

29830

29836

29836

29836

29797

29836

29836
29836

29797

Contents

"COMMODITY EXCHANGE AUTHORITY
Rules and Regulations

Contract market program for en-
gorcement

COMPTROLLER OF THE CURRENCY

Notices
Regional Advisory Committees on
Banking Policles and Practices,
second and eighth national bank
regions; meetings (2 docu-
ments)

9806

29830

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

Proposed Rules
Effluent limitation guidelines, per-
formance and pretreatment

standards:
Electroplating point source

category; correction. o e.—_.._ 2981
Red 1meat processing point
source Category m—mmmcmeaa o 29857
Notices
Water quality information; avail-
ability 29836

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION

Rules and Regulations
Airworthiness directives:
Aircraft Parts and Development
corp
Lycoming aircraft engines.....
Control zones and transition
areas; alterations, designation,
redesignation and revocation (6
documents) —ceeoecomnn 29803-20805
Restricted areas; revocation..... 29805
Standard instrument approach

29802
29803

procedures 29805
Transition area; alteration; cor-

rection 28803
Waypoint names; change of area

high route 29805
Proposed Rules
Control zone; alteration ... ... 29816

Transition areas; alterations (2
documents) e 29816, 298117

Notices

Air Carrier and Flight Standards
District Offices; disestablish-

ment and establishment. 29835
Air trafiic control towers; com-
missionings:
_Bloomington, Indianf....o_.._ 29835
Danville, Illinois 20835
West Lafayette, Indiapa..._.. 29835

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS.
COMMISSION

Rules 'and Regulations
Comparable -television tuning..._ 29809

Maritime mobile repeater stations
in the State of Alask@eceeo o

Proposed Rules
Blomedical radio tfelemet
permit
Broadcast stations with direc-
tional antennas; sampling sys-
tems for antenna monitors; ex-
tension of time.
Communications Satellite Corp.;
Issuance of securities, efc.; ex-
tension of comments period____
FM broadcast stations in Monte
Rlo, California; table of assisn-
ments
Industrial and maritime mobile
services; frequencies, standards,
and procedures for on-board
&cgnmunlcatiuns, extension of
e

Visual indicator of transmitter

29318

283290

29819

293820

29818

operation; control requirements_. 29821
Notices
Application for construction per-
mits:
Johnson, William P.,etal._____ 29337
O'Conner, Ervwin. oo ___ 29337

FEDERAL DISASTER ASSISTANCE
ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Disaster determinations; Kansas
and Nebraska (2 documents) __ 29834,
29835

FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Loulsiana; proposed action plan__ 29335

FEDERAL HOME 'LOAN BANK BOARD ~

Rules and Regulations

Federal savings and loan system;
amendment relating to insur

ance premiums 29302

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

Notices

Certificates of financial responsi-
bility (oll pollution); certifi-
cates issued and revoked (2
documents) oceece_ 293838,

Hellenic Mediterranean Lines and
French Lines, Inc.; agreement
filed

29340

29840

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Proposed Rules
Reliability of electric and gas
service; hearing and postpone-
ment of hearing (2 documents) _.29821,

29825
(Continued on next rage)
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FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM

Notices
Bank acquisitions; orders approv-
ing or denying:

Hamilton Bancshares, Inc....-
Michigan National Corporation_.
Suburban Bancorporation__.._
Tennessee Valley Bancorp, Inc..

Fidelity Corp. of Pennsylvania;
application to engage in insur-
ance underwriting. e 29340

First Bankshares Corp. of S.C.;
retention of August Kohn and
Co., Inc., and acquisition of
Stevenson, Zimmerman and Co.-

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE.
Rules and Regulations
Hunting:

J. Clark Salyer National Wild-

2934k
29842
29843
29845

29840

29815
Migratory bird hunting; correc-
tion
Moosehorn National Wildlife
Refuge, Maine

FOREST SERVICE

Notices
Gila National Forest Grazing Ad-
visory Board; meeting_ .. 29833

HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE.
DEPARTMENT

See also Administration on Ag-
ing; Alcohol, Drug Abuses, and
Mental Health Administration.

Notices

National Environmental Policy

, Act; revised provisionS.— ...

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

See Federal Disaster Assistance
o Administration.

IMMIGRATION ANf) NATURALIZATION
-SERVICE )
Proposed Rules

Refugeén travel documents; eligi-
bility

29815
29815

29816

CONTENTS

INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE

Notices

Assistant Commissioner ('fechni-
cal); delegation of authority_-.

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT

See Fish and Wildlife Service; *
Yand Management Bureatt.

INTERSTATE COMMERCE -
COMMISSION

Notices

Assignment of hearings_. . _____ 29847
Exemption of mandatory car serv~
ice rules
Fourth section application for re-
lief

29829

,

29847

29847
29848
29848

Motor Carrier Board transfer

proceedings
Motor carrier temporary author-
ity applications_. o _____

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT

See Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service.

LABOR DEPARTMENT

Notices

BGS Shoe Corporation; cértiﬁca-
tion of eligibility oo __

™~

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU

Notices

Outer continental shelf, offshore
Louisiana; availability of draft
environmental statement-and
notice of hearing.

29846

29832

- Vale District Advisory Board;

meeting 29832
Washington; proposed withdrawal
and reservation of lands_ .- 29830

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY
ADMINISTRATION g

Proposed Rules R

Temporary exemption from motor
vehicle safety standards; data.
and procedures for processing
petitions .

29817

~

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
Notices
Advisory panels; meetings.can.. - 20845

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION

Notices
Certain postal facilities; notice of

visitors 29846
SOIL CONSERVATION SERVICE -

Notices

First Capitol Watershed Project,
Wisconsin; draft environmental
statement 2

TARIFF COMMISSION

Notices

Papermaking machinery and parts
from Sweden; determination... 29846

TELECOMMUNICATIONS POLICY OFFICE
Notices

9833

. Electromagnetic Radiation Ad-

visory Council; meeting...... - 20850

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

See Federal Aviation Administra-
tion; Federal Highway Adminis-
tration; National Highway
Traffic Administration.

TREASURY DEPARTMENT

See also Comptroller of the Cur-
rency; Alcohol Tobacco and
Firearms Bureau; Internal Rev-
enue Service,

Notices

Offering of notes:

Series C-1979
Series H-1975
Seven and one half per cent

bonds of 1988-93. ccvcemcmacaa -

UNITED STATES INFORMATION
AGENCY N

20827
20826

20828

-Rules and Regulations

U.S. citizenship; changes in re-

quirements. 29807
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List of CFR Parts Affected

The following numerical guide Is a list of the parts of each title of the Codo of Federal Regulations affected by dazuments published in teday’s
issue.’ A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, appears following the Notices section of each issue beginning with
the second issue of the month. In the last issue of the month the cumulative list will appear ot the end of tha Issue.

A cumulative guide is published separately at the end of each month. The gulde lists the parts and sections affected by d ts published
since January 1, 1973, and specifies how they are affected.

5 CFR PROPOSED RULES: 47 CFR

213 (5 documents) . ———_ 29797 71 (3 documents) - ... - 20816, 29817 15 29309
- 81 29313
goﬁF‘R 29797 17 CFR 29806 PROPOSED RULES:
2
929 29797 . 15 gggig
1050 29801 18 CFR b 29319
“PROPOSED RULES: 73 (2 documents) ____________ __29320
8 CFR . 2 (2 documents) 20821 81 29318
PRrROPOSED RULES: . 83 29318
223a 20816 22 CFR 87 : 29321
501..._. 29807 91 29318
12 CFR
545 29802 40 CFR ;9 CFR .
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14 CFR 413 09318 555 29817
39 (2 documents) . ______ 29802, 29803 39 29858
71 (7 documents) ____.. —__ 29803-29805 50 CFR )
73 29805 20 29315
75 29805 45 CFR 28 29815
97 29805 903 ; 20809 32 29815

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL, 38, NO. 207—MONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1973






29797

Rules and Regulations

REGISTER issue of each month.

This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents having general applicability and legal effect most of whizh are
" keyed to and codified in the Code of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 1510.
The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new books are listed in the first FEDERAL

Title 5—Administrative Personnel
CHAPTER I—CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE

_ - Departmentof Defense

Section 213.3306 is amended to show
that one position of Private Secretary

" T {0 the Assistant to the Secretary and

Deputy Secretary of Defense for Re-
source Utilization is excepted under
Schedule C.

Effective on October 28, 1973, §213.-
3306(a) (55) is added as set out below.

§213.3306 Department of Defense.

(a) Office of the Secretary. * * * ~
(55) One Private Secretary to the As-
sistant to the Secretary and Deputy Sec-
retary of Defense for Resource Utiliza-
tion.
* * x * *x

{5 T.8.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR
1954-58 Comp. p. 218.)

Unxrep STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
- [sEaL]l Jantes C. Spry,
Ezxecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.73-22948 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Commerce

Section 213.3314 is amended to reflect
the Iollowing tifle changes: from two
Confidential Assistants to the Director,

- Bureau of Domestic Commerce, to two
Confidential Assistants.to the Director,
Bureau of Competitive Assessment and
‘Business Policy. .

Effective on October 29, 1973, § 213.3314
(m) (10) is amended as set out below.

§ 213.3314 Department of Commerce
* N * * x *
(m) Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Domestic and International Busi-
ness. * * ¥
(10) Two Confidential Assistants to
the Director, Bureau of Competitive As-
sessment and Business Policy.
* * * * ®

(5 TS.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR
1954-58 Comp. p.218.)

UxtTep STATES CIVIL SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
[sear]l JawmEs C. Spry,
Ezxecutive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.73-22845 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

FEDERAL

" PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Department of Commerce

Section 213.3314 is amended to show
that one position of Private Secretary
to the Deputy Under Secretary for Leg-
Islative Afiairs is excepted under Sched-

‘ule C,

Effective on October 29, 1973, §213.-

3314(a) (30) is added as set out below.

§213.3314 Department of Commmerce.
(a) Office of the Secretary. * * *

(30) One Private Secretary to the
Deputy Under Secretary for Legislative
Affairs,

* *® -« [ .

(5 US.C. secs, 3301, 3302; E.O. 10377, 3 CFR
1954-53 Comp. p. 218.)

Urrrep STATES CIVIL SERV-
IcE COLDASSION,
Jaues C. Sery,
Executive Assistant
to the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.73-22947 Flled 10-20-73;8:45 am]

[sEaL]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Environmental Protection Agency

Section 213.3318 is amended to reflect
the following title change: from one In-
formation Assistant to the Director, Of-
fice of Public Aflairs, to one Information
Assistant to the Administrator.

Effective on October 29, 1973, § 213.-
3318(a) (41) is added-and § 213.3318(c)
(1) isrevoked as set out below.

§213.3318 Environmental Protection
Agency.
(a) Office of the Administrator, * * *
(41) One Information Assistant to the
Administrator,
* L 3 [ ] . -
(c) Office of Public Affairs. * * *
(1) [Revoked]
E ® * . L ]
(5 U.S.C. secs. 3301, 3302; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR
1954-58 Comp. p. 218.)

UnrTep STATES CIvin SEnv-

1cE Corrrussiorn,
[searLl JaxzsC. Sery,
. Ezecutive Assistant
tothe Commissioners.

[FR Doc.73-22949 Filed 10-20-73;8:45 am]

PART 213—EXCEPTED SERVICE
Environmental Protection Agency

Section 213.3318 is amended to show
that one position of Special Assistant to

’
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the Administrator is excented under
Schedule C.

Effective on Octoder 29, 1573, § 213.-
3318(a2 (1) is amended 2as set out below.

§ 213.3318 Environmental
Agency.
(a) Office of the Administrator. (1)
ﬁl;g Speclal Assistants fo the Adminis-
Or.

s - » - »

(6 US.C. cees. 3301, 3392; E.O. 10577, 3 CFR
1954538 Comp. p. 218.)
UrIrED STATES CIVIL SERV-
IcE COrpISSION,
Jaurs C. SerY,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR D0oc.73-22350 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

Protection

[sEaLl

Title 7—Department of Agriculture

CHAPTER IX—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

PART S00—GENERAL REGULATIONS
Amendments to Rules of Practice

On August 19, 1972, the Civil Service
Commission published in the Feperarn
Recisten (37 FR 16787 a rule changing
the title of hearing examiner, as used
in 5 CFR Part 930, Subpart B, to admin-
istrative law judze. By desiznation to the
Office of Administrative Law Judces
dated December 20, 1972 (37 FR 28475),
as amended April 27, 1973 (38 FR 10795),
the Secretary of Agriculture has provided
for the Issuance by the administrative
law judges of initial decisions in adjudi-
cation proceedings subject to sections
556 and 557 of Title 5, United States
Code, such decisions to become final
without further proceedings unless there
is an appeal to the Secretary by a party
to the proceeding in accordance with ap-
plicable rules of practice: Provided, how-
ever, 'That no decision shall be final for
purposes of judicial review except a final
decislon of the Secretary upon appeal.
To incorporate these and other technical
changes in the Rules of Practice (7 CFR
Part 900) under the Agricultural Mar--
keting Arreement Act of 1937, as
amended; (7 U.5.C. €01 et seq.), and pur-
suant to the authority contained in sec-
tion 10, 48 Stat. 37, as amended; 7 U.S.C.
610, and section 5, 49 Stat. 753 as
amended, 7 U.S.C. 608¢c, sald Rules of
Practice are hereby amended as follows:



29798

Subpart—Rules of Practice and Procedure
Governing Proceedings To Formulate
Marketing Agreements and Marketing
Orders (7 U.S.C. 900.1-18)

1. In §900.2 paragraph (m) deleted

and paragraph (d) is revised to read as
follows:

§900.2 Deﬁniﬁons.

* *® = * *

* (@) The terms Administrative Law
Judge or Judge means any administra-
tive law judge appointed pursuant to
5 U.S.C. 3105, and assigned to conduct
the proceeding,

* * * * *

2. In the following sections the words.

“exgminer(s)” and “presiding officer(s) ”
are deleted and in lieu thereof the words
“judge(s) ” are substituted:

Sec.

900.4 Institution of proceeding.

900.6 Presiding officers.

900.7 Motions and requests,

900.8 Conduct of hearing.

8009 Oral and written arguments.

900.10 Certification of the transcript.

900.156 Filing; extensions of time; effective
date of filing; and computation of
time. .

900.18 Hearing before Secretary.

Subpart—Rules of Practice Governing Pro-
ceedings on Petitions To Modify or To Be
Exempted From Marketing Orders (7
CFR 900.50-71)

1, Section 900.51 is amended as fol-
lows: Paragraph (d) is revised, para-
graph (n) is revoked and reserved and
paragraph (o) isrevised.

§ 900.51 Definitions.

* * * * L3

(d) The terms “adminisfrative law
judge” or “judge” means any Adminis-
trative Law Judge, appointed pursuant
to 5 U.S.C. 3105, and assigned to the
proceeding involved;

* * A * £

(n) [Reserved]

(0) The term ‘decision” means the
judge’s initial decision in proceedings
subject to 5 U.S.C. 556 and 557, and
includes the judge’s (1) findings of fact
and conclusions with respect to all ma-
terial issues of fact, law or discretion
as well as the reasons or basis thereof,
(2) order, and (3) rules on findings,
conclusions and orders submitted by the
parties;

* * * * *

2. In §900.52, paragraph (b) (1), de-
lete the words “and directors” in the
second sentence and .revise paragraph
(c) to read as follows:

$§ 900.52 Institution of proceeding.
* * * * *

(¢) Motion to dismiss petition.—(1)
Filing, contents, and responses thereto,
If the Administrator is of the opinion
that the petition, or any portion thereof,
does not substantially comply, in form
or content, with the act or with the re-
quirements of paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion, or is not filed in good faith, or is

RULES AND REGULATIONS

filed for. purposes -of delay, he may,
within thirty days after the filing of
the petition, file with the Hearing Clerk a
motion to dismiss the petition, or any
portion thereof, on one or more of the
grounds stated in this paragraph. Such
motion shall specify the grounds of ob-
jection to the petition and if based, in
whole or in part, on an allegations of
fact not appearing on the face of the
petition, shall be accompanied by appro-
priate affidavits or documentary evi-
dence subsantiating such allegations of
fact. The motion may be accompanied by
a memorandum of law. Upon receipt of
such motion, the Hearing Clerk shall
cause a copy thereof to be served upon
the petitioner, together with a notice
stating that all papers to be submitted
in opposition to such motion including
any memorandum of law, must be filed
by the petitioner with the hearing clerk
not later than 20 days after the service
of such notice upon the petitioner. Upon
the expiration of the time specified in
such notice, or upon receipt of such
papers from the petitioner, the hearing
clerk shall transmit all papers which
have been filed in connection with

* the motion to the Judge for his

consideration.

(2) Decision by Administrative Law
Judge. The Judge, after due considera~
tion, shall render a decision upon the
motion stating the reasons for his action.
Such decision shall be in the form of an
order and shall be filed with the hearing
clerk who shall cause a copy thereof to be
served upon the petitioner and a copy
thereof to be transmitted to the Adminis-
trator. Any such order shall be final un-
less appealed pursuant to § 900.65: Pro-

vided, That within 20 days following the °

service upon the petitioner of a copy of
the order of the Judge dismissing the
petition, or any portion thereof, on the
ground that it does not. substantially
comply in form and content with the act
or with paragraph (b) of this section, the
petitioner shall be permitted to file an
amended petition.

(3) Oral argument. Unless a written
application for oral argument is filed by
a party with the hearing clerk not later
than the time fixed for filing papers in
opposition to the motion, it shall be con-
sidered that the party does not desire
oral argument. The granting of a request
to make oral argument shall rest in the
discretion of the Judge.

§ 900.52a [Amended]

4, In § 900.52a the words.“an applica~
tion” and “Secretary” are deleted and in
lieu thereof the words “a motion” and
“administrative law Judge” are sub-
stituted.

§ 900.53 [Amended]

5. In § 900.53, the words “presiding of-
ficer” and “Secretary are deleted and the
word “judge” is_substituted in Ilieu
thereof.

6. In the following sections the words
“presiding officer(s),” “reports(s)” and
“exception(s)” are deleted and in lieu

thereof the words™ “judge(s)” “dect-

-

sion(s)” and “appeal(s)” are respec-
tively substituted:

Sec.
900.52b Amended pleadings,

900.556 Presiding officers,

9800.566 Consolidated hearlngs.

900.57 Intervention,

900.58 Prehearing conferonces.

900.59 Motions and requests.

900.61 Depositions,

900.62 Subpoenas.

900.69 Filing; service; extenstons of tlmo;
effective date of fillng and compit«
tation of time,

800.71 Hearing bofore Scerotary.

§900.59 [Amended]

7. Section 900.59, paragraph (b) is fur-
ther revised by deleting the words prior
to the transmittal of this record to tho
Secretary, as provided in this subpart,”.

§900.60 [Amended]

8. Section 900.60 is amended as follows:

a. The words “presiding officer(s)”
wherever those terms appear, are deleted
and in Heu thereof, substitute the words
“judge(s)”.

b. Paragraph (d)(8) 1s further
amended by inserting the words “on ap-
peal” after the word “if” in the last
sentence.

c. Paragraph (£) (1) 1s amended by do-
leting the words “in the Department, o
copy of” after the word “status.”

9. Section 900.60 is further amended ag
follows:

§ 900.60 Oral hearing before adminis.
trative law judge.

* » L4 * *

(b) Appearances. * * *

(3) Failure to appear, If the petitioner,
after being duly notified, fails to appoar
at the hearing, he shall be deemed to
have authorized the dismissel of the
proceeding, without further procedure,
and with or without prejudice as
the judge may determine. In the event
that the petitioner appears at the hear-
ing and no representative of the Depart-
ment appears, the Judge shall proceed
ex parte to hear the evidence of the
petitioner. Provided, That failure on the
part of such representative of the De-
partment to appear at & hearing shall
not be deemed to be' waiver of the Do~
partment’s right to file suggested find-
ings of fact, conclusions and order; 4o’
be served with a copy of the judge’s
initial decision and to appeal to the Sce-
ret(ax)'y ‘with respect thereto.

[ % B

(d) Evidence.

L ® » * *

(2) Objections. If o party objects to
the admission or rejection of any ovl-
dence or to the limitation of the scope of
any examination or cross-examination,
or any other ruling of the judge, he shall
state briefly the grounds of such objec-
tion, whereupon an automatic exception
will follow which may be pursued in an
appeal pursuant to § 900.65 by the party
adversely affected by the judge's ruling.

* ] * L] ]
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(e) [Reserved]

9, Section 900.64 is amended as
follows:

a. The words “presiding officer” are
deleted where they appear in paragraph
(b) and in lieu thereof substitute the
word “judge”.

b. Section 900.64 is further amended
toread as follows:

§900.64 The Administrative
Judge’s Decision.

(a) Corrections to and certification of
transeript—(1) At such time as the
judge may specify, but not later than the
time fixed for filing proposed findings
of fact, conclusions and order, or briefs,
as the case may be, the parties may file
with the judge proposed corrections to
the transecript. (2) As soon as practicable
after the filing of proposed findings of
faet,-conclusions and order, or briefs, as
the case may be, the judge shall file with
the hearing clerk his certificate indicat-
ing any corrections to be made in the

-transcript, and stating that, to the best
of his knowledge and belief, the tran-
seript, as corrected, is a true, correct,
and complete transcript of the testimony
given at the hearing, and that the ex-
hibits are all the exhibits properly a part
of the hearing record. The original of
such certificate shall be attached to the
original transeript and a copy of such
certificate shall be served upon each of
the parties by the hearing clerk who shall

Law

also enter onto the transcript (without"

obscuring the text) any correction noted
in the certification. .
* * * * *

(¢) Administrative Law Judge’s Deci-
sion—The judge, within a reasonable
time after the termination of the period
. allowed for the filing of proposed find-
ings of fact, conclusions, and orders, and
briefs in support thereof, shall prepare
upon the basis of the record, and shall
file with the hearing clerk, his initial
decision, a copy of which shall be served
by the hearing clerk, upon each of the
parties. Such decision shall become final
without further proceedings 35 days
after the date of service thereof, unless
there is an appeal to the Secretary by a
party to the proceeding:. Provided, how-
ever, That no decision shall be final for
the purpose of judicial review except a
final decision issued by the Secretary
pursuant to an appeal by a party to the
proceeding.

(@) I[Deletedl
(e) [Deletedl

10. Section 900.65 is revised to read as

follows:

§900.65 Appeals to Secrelary° trans-
mittal of record.

(a) Filing of appeal. Any party who
disagrees with a judge’s decision or any
part thereof, may appeal the decision
to the Secretary by transmitting an ap-
peal petition to the hearing clerk within
30 days after service of -said decision
upon said party. Each issue set forth in
the appeal, and the arguments thereon,
shall be separately numbered; shall be
plainly and zoncisely stated; and shall
contain detailed citations of the record,

RULES AND REGULATIONS .

statutes, regulations and authorities
being relied upon in support thereof. The
appeal petition shall be served upon the
other party to the proceeding by the
hearing clerk.

(b) Argument before Secretary.—(1)
Oral argument. A party bringing an ap-
peal may request within the prescribed
time period for filing such appeal, an
opportunity for oral argument before the
Secretary. Failure to make such request
in writing, within the prescribed time
period, shall be deemed a wailver of oral
argument. The Secretary, in his discre-
tion, may grant, refuse or limit any re-
quest for oral argument on appeal.

(2) Scope of argument. Argument to
be heard on appeal, whether oral or in
a written brief, shall be limited to the
issues raised by the appeal, except that if
the Secretary determines that additional
issues should be argued, the parties shall
be given reasonable notice of such deter-
mination, so as to permit preparation of
adequate arguments on all the issues to
be argued.

(c) Response. Within 20 days after
service of an appeal brought by a party
to the proceeding, any other party may
file a response in support of or in oppo-
sition to such appeal.

(@) Transmitial of record. Whenever
an appeal is filed by a party to the pro-
ceeding, the hearing clerk shall transmit
to the Secretary the record of the pro-
ceeding. Such record shall include: the
pleadings; any motions and requests filed,
and the rulings thereon; the transcript of
the testimony taken at the hearing, as
well as the exhibits filed in connection
therewith; any statements filed under
the shortened procedure; any documents
or papers filed in connection with pre-
hearing conferences; such proposed find-
ings of fact, conclusions, and orders, and
briefs in support thereof, as may have
been filed in connection with the hear-
ing; the judge's initial declsion; and the
appeal petition; briefs in support thereof,
and responses thereto as may have been
filed in the proceeding.

11. Section 900.66 is revised to read as
follows:

§900.66 Consideration of appeal by the
Sccretary and issuance of final order.

As soon as practicable after the receipt
of the record from the hearing clerk, or,
in case oral argument was had, as soon
as practicable thereafter, the Secretary,
upon the basis of and after due consider-
ation of the record, shall rule on the ap-
peal. If the Secretary decides that no
change or modification of the judge’s
decision is warranted, he may adopt the
Judge's decision as the final order of the
Secretary, preserving any right of the
party bringing the appeal to seek judicial
review of such decision in the proper
forum. At no stage of the proceeding
between its institution and the issuance
of the order shall the Secretary discuss
ex parte the merits of the proceeding
with any person who is connected with
the proceeding in an advocative or an
investigative capacity, or with any rep-
resentative of such person: Provided,
however, That the Secretary may discuss
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the merits of the proceeding with such
a person if all parties to the proceedmg,
or thelr representitives, have been given
an opportunity to be present. If, notwith-
standing the foregoing provisions of this
section, 2 memorandum or other com-
munication from any party, or from any
person acting on behzlf of any party,
which relates to the merits of the pro-
ceeding, receives the personal attention
of the Secretary (or, if an official other
than the Secretary is to issue the order,
then of such other official) during the
pendency of the proceeding, such mem-
orandum or communication shall be re-

garded as argument made in the proceed-
ing and shall be filed with the hearing
clerk, who shall serve a copy thereof upon
the opposite party to file a reply thereto.

(b) Issuance of final order. A final
order issued by the Secretary shall be
filed with the hearing clerk, who shall
serve it upon the parties: Provided, That,
if the terms of the order differ substan-
tially from those proposed in the decision
of the judge, the Secretary shall, if he
deems it advisable to do so, direct that
@ copy of the order be served upon the
parties as a tentative order; and, in such
event, opportunity shall be given the
parties to file exceptions thereto and
written arguments or briefs in support of
such exceptions. In such case, if éxcep-
tions are filed within a period of time
(to be fixed by the Secretary but not to
exceed 20 days) following the service of
the tentative order, the Secretary shall
give consideration, to and shall make
such changes in the tentative order as
he deems to be appropriate; otherwise,
the tentative order shall become final,
as of the day following the date of ex-
piration of the period fixed for the filing
of exceptions.
§900.67 [Reserved]

12. Section 900.67 is deleted. and
reserved.

Effective date. The foregoing amend-
ments and revisions shall become effec-
tion on Octoher 29, 1873.

(Sec. 10, 48 Stat. 37, as amended; 7 US.C.
610 and Eec. 5, 49 Stat. 753 As Amended; 7

U.8.C. €08c.)
J. PaIL CAMPBELL,
Under Secretary.
OcToBER 24,1973.

[FR Doc.73-22066 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

PART 929—HANDLING OF CRANBERRIES
GROWN IN THE STATES OF MASSA-
CHUSETTS, RHODE ISLAND, CON-
NECTICUT, NEW JERSEY, WISCONSIN,
MICHIGAN, MINNESOTA, OREGON,
WASHINGTON, AND LONG ISLAND IN
THE STATE OF NEW YORK

. Order Amending the Amended Order
Regulating Handling

§929.0 Tindings and determination.

The findings and determinations here- .
inafter set forth are supplementary and
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in addition to the findings and determi-
nations made in connection with the
issuance of the order; and all of said
previous findings and determinations
are hereby ratified and affirmed except
insofar as such findings and determina-
tions may be in conflict with the findings
and determinations set forth herein.

(a) Findings upon the basis of the
hearing record.—Pursuant to the Agri-
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of
1937, as amended (7 U.S.C. 601-674), and
the applicable rules of practice and pro-
cedure effective thereunder (7 CFR Part
900), a public hearing was held in Ware-
ham, Massachusetts, on February 14, in
‘Wisconsin Rap1ds Wisconsin, on Febru-
ary 22, and in Long Beach, Washington,
on February 27, 1973, upon proposed
amendment of the amended marketing
agreement and Order No. 929 (7 CFR
Part 929) regulating the handling of
cranberries grown in the 'States of
Massachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecti-
cut, New Jersey, Wisconsin, Michigan,
Minnesota, Oregon, Washington, and
Long Island in the State of New York.
Upon the basis of the evidence adduced
at such hearing and the record-thereof,
it is found that:

(1) The said order, as amended and
as hereby further amended, and all of
the terms and condition thereof, will
tend to effectuate the declared policy of
the act;

(2) The said order, as amended and
as hereby further amended, regulates
the handling of cranberries grown in the
production ares in the same manner ss,
and is applicable only to persons in the
respective classes of commercial or in-
dustrial activity specified in, the mar-
keting agreement and order upon which
hearings have been held;

(3) The said order, as amended and
as hereby further amends, is limited in
its application to the smallest regional
production area that is practicable, con-
sistent with carrying out the declared

policy of the act; and the issuance of -

several orders applicable to subdivisions
of the production areas would not effec-
tively carry oubt the declared policy of
the act;

(4) There are no differences in the
production and marketing of cranber-
ries grown in the production area which
make necessary different terms and pro-
visions applicable to different parts of
such area; and

(5) All handling of cranberries grown
in the production area, as defined in the
order, as amended and as hereby fur-
ther amended, is in the current of inter-
state or foreign commerce or directly
burdens, obstructs, or affects such com-
merce. N

(b) Additional findings. It is hereby
found, on the basis hereinafter indicated,
that good cause exists for making the
provisions of this amendment effective
not later than November 1, 1973; and

that it would be contrary to the public.

interest to postpone the effective time

of such provisions until 30 days after

-publication (5 U.S.C. 553). This amend-~

ment Includes certain provisions making

available to handlers this season, pur-
&
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suant to said effective date, liberalized
requirements as to reporting of inter-
handler transfers. The amendment also
affords the Cranberry Marketing Com-~
mittee o timely opportunity to promul-
gate administrative rules and regula-
tions setting late-payment and interest
charges as incentives, to handlers, to
magke timely payment of assessments
due.

The provisions of the order are well
known to handlers of cranberries since
the public hearing thereon was com-
pleted on February 27, 1973, and the rec~
ommended deecision and the final deci-
sion were published on May 31, 1973 (38
FR 14290), and August 22, 1973 (38 FR
22554), respectively. Copies of this order
were made available to all known inter-
ested parties, and the provisions being
made effective upon publication hereof
do not place any obligations on handlers
until such time as may subsequently be
prescribed in accordance therewith,

(e) Determinations. It is hereby de-
termined that;

(1) The agreement, amending the
marketing agreement, ‘as amended,
regulating the handling of cranberries
grown in the States of Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New Jersey,
Wisconsin, Michigan, Minnesota, Ore-
gon, Washington, and Long Island in the
State of New York, upon which the
aforesaid public hearing was held, has
been signed by handiers (excluding co-
operative associations of producers who
were not engaged in processing, distrib-
uting, or shipping the cranberries cov-
ered by this order) who, during the pe-
riod September 1, 1972, through July 31,
1973, handled more than 50 percent of
the volume of cranberries covered by the
order, as hereby amended;

(2) The issuance of this order, amend-
ing the aforesaid order, is favored or ap-
proved by at least two-thirds of the pro-
ducers who participated in a referendum
on the question of its approval and who,
during the determined representative
period (September 1, 1972, through
July 31, 1973), were engaged in the pro-
ductlon area specified in the order, in
the production of cranberries for mar-
ket; such preducers having also pro-
duced for market at least two-thirds of
the volume of cranberries represented in
such referendum.

(3) The issuance of this order, amend-
ing the aforesaid order, is favored or ap-
proved by processors who canned or
froze, within the production area, more
than 50 percent of the volume of cran-
berries that was canned of frozen.

It is therefore ordered, That, on and
after the effective date hereof, all han-
dling of cranberries grown in the pro-
duction area shall be in conformity to,
and in compliance with, the terms and
conditions of the said order, as amended
and as hereby further amended, as
follows:

1. Section 929.21 Term of office is re-
vised to read as follows:

§ 929.21 Term of office.

The term of office of each member and
alternate member of the committee shall

be for 2 years beginning August 1 and
ending on the second succeeding July 31.
Members and alternate members shall
serve in such capacity for the portion of
the term of office for which they are
selected and have qualifled and until
their respective successors are selected
and have qualified.’

2. Section 929.22 Nominations s
amended by revising subparagraphs (1),
(2), and (3) of paragraph (b) thereof.
As amended paragraph (b) reads as
follows:

§ 929,22 Nominations.

LN - ° . .

(b) Successor members.~(1) Any co-
operative marketing organization that
handled more than two-thirds of the
total volume of cranberries produced
during the fiscal perliod during which
nominations for membership on the com-
mittee are made, ‘or the growers affillated
therewith, shall nominate four or more
qualified persons for members and four
or more qualified persons for alternate
members of the committee. At least one
such nominee for member and one such
nominee for an alternate member shall
represent growers in the State of Oregon
and the State of Washington, The names
and addresses of such nominees shall be
submitted to the Secretary not later than
July 1 of each even-numbered year,

(2) The committee shall hold or causd
to be held, not later than July 1, of each
even-numbered year, meetings of grow-
ers in Districts 1, 2, and 3, other than
those affiliated with the cooperative maxr-
keting organization designated in para-
graph (b) (1) of this section, to elect
nominees for member and alternate
member positions on the committee.

) With respect to such meeting in
District 3, eligible growers in District 4
shall be permitted to attend the meeting
and participate in the selection of
nominees. Such growers shall be eligible
to be nominated for and serve as meni-
ber or alternate member. Eligible growers
in Distriet 4 who do not attend the nomii-
nation meeting shall be afforded an op-
portunity to participate in the selection
of nominees by mail. Selection of the
nominee for member and the nominee
for alternate member from Districts 3
and 4 shall be on the basis of the total
vote of the eligible growers who attended
the meeting plus any mail ballots cast
by District 4 growers.

(1i) Except as hereinbefore provided,
the growers in each such district who
are present at the meeting, including
District 4 growers who are present at
the District 3 meeting, shall nominate
one or more qualified persons for member
and one or more qualified persons for
alternate member of the committee. The
names and addresses of such nominees
shall be submitted to the Secretary not
later than July 1 of each even-numbered
year. The committee shall prescribe such
procedure for the conduct of nomination
meetings and for the submission of
names of candidates and voting by mail
by District 4 growers as sholl be falr
and equitable to all persons concerned.

(3) Except as set forth in subpara-
graph (2) of this paragraph, growers
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shall only participate in the nomination
of members and alternate members to
Tepresent the district in Whlch they pro-
duced cranberries.

(4) When voting for nominees, each
grower shall be entitled to cast only one
vote on behalf of himself, his agents, sub-
sidiaries, affiliates, and representatives
for each position to be filled.

3. Section 929.23 Selection.is amended
by revising paragraph (b) thereof to
read as follows:

§929.23 Selection.

* * * * *

(b) Successor members—From the
nominations made pursuant to
'§ 929.22(b) (1), or from other qualified
persons, the Secretary shall select four
members of the committee and an alter-
nate for each such member. From the
nomination made pursuant to § 929.22(b)
(2), or from other qualified persons, the
Secretary shall select three members of
the committee and an alternate for each
such member.

4. Section 929.41 Assessments is
amended by adding a new paragraph
(c) reading as follows:

§929.41 Assessments.

x * * = *

(¢) If a handler does not pay his as-
sessment within the period of time pre-
scribed by the committee, the assessment
may be increased by either or both a
late payment charge and an interest
charge at rates prescribed by the com-
mittee, with the approval of the
Secretary.

5. Section 929.46 Marketing policy is
amended by revising paragraph (b)
thereof to read as follows:

§929.46 Marketing policy.

* * * N - -

(b) As soon as practicable after Au-
- gust 1 of each crop-year and prior to
making any recommendations pursuant
to paragraphs (b) (7)-and (8) of this
section or to § 929.51, the committee shall
submit to the Secretary a report setting
forth its marketing policy for the crop-
year. Such marketing policy shall con-
tain the basis therefor and information
relating to:

(1) The estimated total production of
cranberries;

(2) The expected general quality of
such cranberry production;

(3) The estimated carryover, as of
September 1, of frozen cranberries and
other eranberry products;

(4) The expected demand conditions
for cranberries in different market
outlets;” ~

(5) Supplies of
modities;

(6) Trend and level of consumer
income;

(' The recommended desuable total
marketable quantity of cranberries in-
‘cluding a recommended adequate carry-
over into the following crop year of
frozen cranberries and other cranberry
products;

(8) Regulation pursuant to §929.52
expected to be recommended by the com-

competing com-
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mittee during the crop year together
with its recommendation of the free and
restricted percentapes and beginning
with 1974-175 crop year, the recommended
allotment percentages, if any, for the
crop year; and

(9) Other factors having a bearing on
the marketing of cranberrles.

6. Section 929.5¢ Withholding 1s
amended by revising paragraph (a)
thereof to read as follows:

§929.54 Withholding.

(a) Whenever the Secretary has fixed
the free and restricted percentages for
any fiscal period, as provided for in
§ 929.52(a), each handler shall withhold
from handling a portion of the cran-
berries he acquires during such period:
Provided, That such withholding require-
ments shall not apply to any lot of cran-
berries for which such withholding re-
quirement previously has been met by
another handler in accordance with
§ 929.55. The withheld portion shall be
equal to the sum of the products ob-
tained by multiplying each of the follow-
ing quantities, as applicable, by the re-
stricted percentage: -

(1) The quantity of screened cran-
berries acquired:

(2) The quantity of screened cran-
berries obtained at the time unscreened
lots of cranberries are screcned: Pro-
vided, That, if the cranberries have not
been screened by a date specified by the
committee, with the approval of the
Secretary, as the date by which each
handler shall have met the withholding
requirement, the quantity of screened
cranberries shall be determined as set
Torth in paragraph (a) (3) of this sec-
tion; and

(3) The quantity of screened cran-
berries contained in unscreened lots of
cranberries acquired (1) which are des-
tined for disposition without screening,
or (i) but which have not been screened
prior to the date referred to in paragraph
(a) (2) of this section. The committee,
with the approval of the Secretary, shall
prescribe uniform rules to be followed in
determining the quantity of screened
cranberries in each lot of unscreened
cranberries.

L d L L J - L]

7. Section 929.55 Interhandler trans-
fer is revised to read as follows:

§ 929.55 Interhandler transfer.

(a) Transfer of cranberries {rom one
handler to another may be made without
prior notice to the committee, If such
transfer is made between handlers who
have packing or processing facilities lo-
cated within the production area, the
assessment and withholding obligations
provided under this part shall be as-
sumed by the handler who agrees to meet
such obligation. Xf such transfer is to a
handler whose packing or processing
facilities are outside the production area,
such assessment and withholding obli-
gations shall be met by the handler
within the production area.

(b) All handlers shall report all such
transfers to the committee, on o form
provided by the committee, twice o year

/
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each at a time specified by the committee.

8. Section 929.56 Special provisions
relating to withheld (resiricted) cran- -
berries 1s amended by adding new para-

graphs (e) and (f) reading as follows:
§929 56 Special provisions relating to
thheld (restricted) cranberries.
- » » » *

{e) Cranberries purchased by the com-
mittee to replace released cranberries
shall be Inspected and shall meet such
standards as are prescribed for withheld
cranberries.

(f) Inspection of withheld cranberries
released to a handler is not required.
(Seca. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7 US.C.
€01-674.)

Dated October 23, 1973, to become ef-
fective November 1, 1973.

J. Pr1r, CAMPRELL,
Under Secretary.
{FR Doc.73-22891 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

CHAPTER X—AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; MILK), DEPART-
MENT OF AGRICULTURE

- |21k Order No. §0]

PART 1050—MILK IN THE CENTRAL
ILLINOIS MARKETING AREA

Order Suspending Certain Provisions

This suspension order is issued pur-
suant to the provisions of the Agricul-
tural Marketing Agreement Act of 1937,
as amended (7 U.S.C. 601 ef seq.), and of
the order regulating the handling of milk
in the Central Ilinois marketing area.

It is hereby found and determined
that for the months of October through
December 1973, the following provisions
of the order do not tend to effectuate the
declared policy of the Act:

In §1050.61(a) the term “route dis-
position” as it first appears, and the
term “route” as it subsequently appears
twice therein.

STATEMENT OF CONSIDERATION

This suspension action removes fhe
limit on the categories of Class X disposi-
tion in Federal order marketing areas to
be counted in the determination of
whether a distributing plant has a
greater volume of Class I sales in the
Central Ilinois marketing area than in
any other Federal order marketing area.
For distributing plants that meet the
minimum pooling provisions of more
than one order, full regulation is pro-
vided under the order for the market
where the greatest volume of Class Isales
is made. Under the Central Illinois order,
only Class I route disposition is now
counted in such determination. ‘This
suspension would provide for counting,
additionally, Class X disposition fo order
plants in the respective marketing areas,
as is provided under the Quad Cities-
Dubuque order. /

Mississippl Valley Milk Producers As-
soclation, Inc., requests the suspension
action to facilitate continued pooling of
the Borden, Inc., Pekin, Ilinois, distrib-
uting plant under the Central Ilinois

*
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order rather than under the Quad
Cities-Dubuque order during the months
of October through December 1973. This
producer assoclation supplies the Pekin
plant with producer milk,

Over one-third of the Class I disposi-
tion pooled under the Central Illinois
order is associated with the Pekin plant.
If this plant were to shift regulation to
the Quad Cities-Dubuque market af this
time, the change in the respective Class I
utilization percentages of these markets
would have a disruptive impact on milk
procurement by regulated plants.

Under the present Quad Cities-Du-
buque order the Class I price applicable
at the Pekin plant location is 6 cents be-
low the Central Ilinois order Class I
price at such plart location. The Quad
Cities order does not provide for any ad-
Justment to order prices at a plant lo-
cated in Pekin. Therefore, pooling the
Pekin plant under the Quad Cities-Du-~
buque order at this time would adversely
affect the aforementioned association in
its efforts to continue supplying milk to
the plant, since substantial additional
hauling costs are incurred in moving its
milk to the Pekin location compared to
plants located within the Quad Cities-
Dubuque market, which are about 100
miles nearer to its producers’ farms.

At a public hearing held in Moline,
Illinois, on September 5, 1973, Missis-
sippi Valley Milk Producers Associatxon
proposed an amendment to the Central
IHlinois order that would have the same
effect as this suspension action. There
was no opposition to the proposal, either-
at the hearing or in the brief that was
subsequently filed. The subject provisions
were suspended for the month of Au-
gust 1973 (38 FR-22216). Notice of such
proposed rulemaking was published in
the FepEraL REecister (38 FR 20626),
affording opportunity to file written
data, views, and arguments thereon.
None were filed in opposition.

It is hereby found and determined that
thirty days’ notice -of the effective date
hereof is impractical, unnecessary and
contrary to the public interest in that:

(a) This suspension is necessary to re-
flect current marketing conditions and to
maintain orderly marketing conditions
in the marketing area in that it would
facilitate pooling 2 major portion of the
market’s Class I utilization during the
months of October through December
1973.

(b) This suspensxon order does not re-
quire of persons affected substantial or
extensive preparation prior to the effec-
tive date; and

(¢) Producers and handlers requested
this suspension at a public hearing held
on September 5, 1973. Interim action is
necessary pendmg amendatory proce-
dures.

Therefore, good cause exists for mak-
ing this order effective for the months of
October, November, and December 1973,

It is therefore ordered, That the afore-
said provisions of the order are hereby
suspended for the months of October
through December 1973.

(Secs, 1-19, 48 Stat. 31, as amended; 7TUSC.
601-674.)

”
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Effective date: October 29, 1973.

Signed af Washington, D.C, on Octo-
ber 24, 1973,
J. PHIr. CAMPBELL,
Under Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22967 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

Title 12—Banks and Banking

CHAPTER V—FEDERAL HOME LOAN
BANK BOARD

-
SUBCHAPTER C—FEDERAL SAVINGS AND LOAN
SYSTEM

PART 545—OPERATIONS

Amendment Relating to Insurance
Premiums

N OcToBER 17,- 1973.

The Federal Home Loan Bank Board
considers it desirable to amend § 545.6—
1(a) (4) (i) of the Rules and Regula~
tions for the Federal Savings and Loan
System (12 CFR 545.6-1(2) (4)) in or=
der to eliminate the reguirement for
loans in excess of 80 percent of value on
the security of single-family dwellings
that insurance premiums be pald in ad-
vance to the association.

For such loans, §545.6-1(a) (4) (iii)
provides that the loan contract shall re-

quire “* * * in addition to interest and

principal payments on the loan, the
‘equivalent of one-twelfth of the esti-
mated annual taxes, assessments, and
insurance premiums on the real estate
security be paid monthly in advance to
the association; bubt a Federal associa-
tion may waive such requirement in the
case of insurance covering security
property in a condominium project for
which ‘blanket; insurance coverage is ob-
tained by the project management”.

The Board considers it appropriate to
delete this insurance prepayment re-
quirement and the last clause of § 545.6—
1(a) (4) (iil) because it Is reasonable to
expect a borrower to pay, without diffi-
culty, the full amount of the annual
premium for insurance coverage of &
security property.

Accordingly, the Federal Home Loan
Bank Board hereby amends said § 545.6-
1(a) (4) Dby revising paragraph (ii)
thereof to read as set forth below, ef-
fective October 29, 1973. -

Since the above amendment to
§ 545.6-1(a) (4) (ili) relieves restriction,
the Board hereby finds that notice and
public procedure. with respect to said
amendment are unnecessary under the
provisions of 12 CFR 508.11 and 5 U.S.C.
553(b); and since publication. of said
amendment for the 30-day period spe-

-cified in 12 CFR 508.14 and 5 U.S.C.

. 553(d) prior to the effective date of said
amendment would in the opinion of the
Board likewise be unnecessary for the
same reason, the Board hereby provides
that said amendment shall become ef-
fective as hereinbefore set forth.

§ 545.6~1 Lending powers under sec-
tions 13 and 14 of Charter K.
-3 -3 * * *

- (a) Homes or combination of homes

and business property * * *
(4) Loans in excess of 80 percent of

value. 'The Hmitation of 80 percent seb
forth in subdivision d) of subparagraph
Q) of this paragraph shall be 90 por-
cent in the case of any loan with re-
spect to which the following require-
ments are met:

= 3 - L ] *

(iii) The loan confract requires that,
in addition to interest and principal pay-
ments on the loan, the equivalent of
one-twelfth of the estimated annual

taxes and assessments on the real estate

security be paid monthly in advance to
the association;
* - * - L)

(Sec. 5, 48 Stat. 132, as amended; 12 U.S.C.
1464. Reorg. Plan No. 3 of 1947, 12 FR 4981,
3 CFR, 1943-48 Comp.,, p. 1071.)

By the Federal Home Xoan Bank
Board.

[sEaL] EvcEne M. HerRIN,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22904 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 nm|}

Title 14—Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER |—FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION

[Alfworthiness Docket No. 73-SW-B1;
Amdt. 39-1737]

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

Aircraft Parts and Development Corp.
Callair A-9 Series Airplanes

A proposal to amend Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations to include
an airworthiness directive requiring in-
spection of the wing lift struts for delo-
tion of welds and repair or replacement
as necessary on Aircraft Parts and De-
velopment Corp. (Callair) A-~9, A-DA,
and A-9B airplanes was published in 38
FR 21936.

Interested persons have been afforded
an opportunity to participate in the mak-
ing of the smendment. No objections
were received.

In consideration of the foregolng, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (31 ¥R 13697),
paragraph 39.13 of Part 39 of the Federal
Aviation Regulations is amended by add«
ing the following new alrworthiness
directive:

AIRCRAFT PARTS AND DEVCLOPMINT CORPORA
TION. Applies to Models A-9, A-DA, and
A-9B.

Compliance required within the next 100
hours’ time in service after the offective dato
of this A.D., unless already accomplished,

'To prevent water accumuation in the wing
1£t struts and assoclated detrimental offeoty,
accomplish the following:

(a) Inspect visually for welds on both
sides of the four wing Uft struts at the
P/N 10871 eye fittings, A 360° fillot weld
is required around the eye fitting shank on
both sides of the 11ft strut to seal the strut
against molsture. These fittings provide for
attachment of the 11t struts to the stablllz«
ing struts.

(b) If the welds between the oye fittings

, and the 1ift struts do not provide a come

plete seal as specified above, tho 1Uft strut
should be removed and checked for wator
ingestion visually and for corrosion by x-ray,
ultrasonio or equivalent method approved
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by the Chief, Engineering and Manufactur-
ipng Branch, FAA, Southwest Region.

(1) If no water or corrosion is present in
the strut, weld the eye fitting to the strut
360° on both sides of the strut and reinstall
the strut. :

(2) If water is present in the strut (with-
out corrosion), dry the strut, fiush with
linseed oll, weld the eye fitting to the strut
360° on both sldes of the strut and reinstall
the strut.

_(8) If corrosion is found, before further
flight, the affected 1t strut must be re-
placed or corrosion must be removed in ac-
cordance with & procedure approved by the
Chief, ZFEngineering and Manufacturing
Branch, FAA, Southwest Region.

(c) If the welds between the eye fittings
and the lift struts provide a complete seal
as specified above, no further action is

. required.

(APDC Service Bulletin No. A-23
covers this same subject.)

This. amendment becomes effective
November 20, 1973.
(Sec. 313(a), 601, and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354(a),
1421, and 1423) .section 6(c) of the Depart-
ment of ‘Transportation Act (49 ,US.C.
1655(¢)).)

Issued in Fort Worth, Texas, on Oc-
tober 11, 1973.

Henry L. NEWHMAN,
Director, Southwest Region.
[FR Dpec. 73-22897 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

{Docket No, 73-EA-74; Amdt, 39-1738]
PART 3HIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVE
Lycoming Aircraft Engines

The Federal Aviation Administration
is amending §39.13 of Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to

* issue an airworthiness directive appli-
cable to Lycoming Aircraft Engines.

There have been reports of failures of
piston pin P/N 69650 in the subject air-
craft engines. This failure can and has
caused engine stoppage and damage, The
cause has been attributed to grinding
cracks resulting from the manufactur-
ing process. Since this deficiency can

- exist or develop in engines of similar type
design, an airworthiness directive is he-

.ing.issued which will require an inspec-

tion and replacement when necessary of
the piston pin. .

In consideration of the foregoing and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator, 14 CFR 11.89
(31 FR 13697) §39.13 of Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations is amended
by adding the following new Airworthi-
ness Directive:

‘Avco Lyconang. Applies to all Lycoming
Series engines and all engines overhauled
by Lycoming (also known as remanufac-
tured) listed in Lycoming Service Bulle~
tin No. 367A.

10-360-A and -C Series

Serial Numbers: L-9409-514, L9410-51A4,
JI-9415-51A thru L-8417-514, IL-9419-514,
1~-9420-514, I~9422-51A thru I.~-9427-51A,
L-9438-51A | thru L-9441-51A, 1-9443-51A
thru “I~9453-514, I~9459-51A thru I.-9488-
- 51A, I~9402-51A thru I-9496-51A, 1L-9603-
514, I~9504-51A, I-~-9529-514, I~9530-514,
1.-9549-514, L9559-514, 1-9564-51A, 1~9573~

-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

51A thru L-9575-51A, IL~9577-51A thru
I~9597-514, I~9539-51A, I~9603-51A thru
1~-9612-514, I-9616-514, L-9616-51A, I~9018-
514, 1~9620-51A thru XL-9622-01A, I~
9624-51A thru I~3627-514, L~9G657-GlA
thru L-9666-51A, L-9CC3-51A thru L~
9678-514, 1~8681-51A, I~9685-51A thru
1~9691-514, I~9693-51A thru L-9G306-51A,
‘L~9700-514, L-9733-514, I-0748-514, L~3T749-
514, L-9751-51A thru L-9754-51A, L-9766-
51A thru L-9761-514A, L-39767-0Gl1A thru
1-93995-514A, I~10002-51A thru L-10004-G14,
I~10012-514, L-10013-514, L~-10021-C14,
thru L-9909-514, I~-9914-51A thru L-8928-
51A, X-9937-51A, L-9939-51A, KL~9940-514,
L-9964-514, 1-9981-51A, L~5382-61A, L-8380-
51A thru IL-9988-514, XI~39330-GlA thru
1-9995-414, L-10002-51A thru L-10004-51A,
1~-100012-51A, L~10013-514, L~10021-G1A,
1-10076-514, IL~10078-514A, L~1C073-01A,
1-10085-514, I~10086-514, 1~10035-51A thru
1~10105-514, L~10108-51A thru L~10114-51A,
1~10116-514A, I~-10117-514, L~10120-51A thru
1~10136-51A, 1~10139-514, 1~10141-51A thru
1-10149-514, L-10181-51A thru L~10183-G14,
1-10187-51A thru L-10184-514, L~10107-G1A
thru X-~10201-51A, L~10204-51A thru L~-
10226-61A. RL-T78-514, RI~16i2-51A, RL~
2508-51A, RL-2562-51A, RL~2672-01A, RL-
3048-514, RI-3464-514, RI~-5652-51A,
RI-5751-514, RIL~G6331-0G14, RL-6744-01A,
RI~7357-51A, RL~-7422-514, RI~T800-514,
RI-7886-51A, RL~8000-51A, RL-8872-51A.

LIO-360-A and ~C Serles

Serial Numbers: I—440-67A thru L-461-G7A,
I—487-67A thru I~498-67A, L-513-G7A thru
1-516-67A, 1~518-67A, L-572-67A thru L~
57T-67A, 1-620-67A, 1~622-67A thru L-633-
674, 1-645-67A thru L-652-67A,

0O-540-E4A5, -E4B5, -E4C5, ~G1A5

Serial Numbers: L-15062-40, L~15063-40,
1-15108-40, L-15117-40, L-15132-40, L~15133-
40, L-15161-40, L-16221-40, 1~-15222-40, L~—
1522540 thru L-15227-40, L-16242-40 thru
1-~15249-40, I~15300-40, L~16310-40 thru L-
15314-40, L-15322-40, 1~16323-40, L~15325-
40, RI~10859-40, RI~11420-40, RL~1186240,
RI~13058-40.

I0-540-A1A5, -B1AS5, -E1A5, ~K1A5, -K1BS5,

~K1C§, ~K1E5, ~K1EDS

Serial Numbers: 1-10118-48 thru IL-10122-
48, 1~10124-48 thru I-10127-48, I~10144-48,
1~10145-48, 1.~10209-48, 1~10213-48, L~10231-
48 thru I~-10260-48, L~10263-48 thru L~-10267-
48, 1,-10398-48, 1~10524-48 thru L-10528-48,
1~10545-48 thru I~10547-48, L~-10554-46 thru

-1~10556-48. R1~113-48, RL~-622-48, RL~7116~

48, RL—~1605-48, RL~2015-48.

TIO-540-A2B, ~A2C, -ClA; TIO & LTIO-
540-J2BD

Serlal Numbers: I~2412-61 thru I-2414-61,
1~-2416-61 thru I~-2419-01, I-~2483-Gl1 thru
1~2498-61, I~2500-01 thru 1~2503-801. RL~
122-61, RI~226-61, RI-759-61, RI~1263-01,
RI-1268-61.

IGSO-540-A and ~B Eerles

. Serial Numbers: 1~3060-50, I~3081-G0, XL~
3070-50, L~3071-50, I~3074-G0, L~-3085-50
thru 1~-3087-59, X1~3030-50. RIL~316-30, RI~
518-50, RL-528-50, RL-821-50, RL~1100-50,
RL~1151-50, RI~1174-50, RL-1210-50, RL~
1517-50, RL~1658-50, RL~1531~50, RL~1682-
50, RI—~1694-50, RL-1788-50, RL~2003-50, RL—~
2385-50, RI~2464-50, RL~2478-50, RL~
2543-50, RL-2604-50, RL~2307-50.

I0-720-A,-B and -C Serles

Serlal Numbers: I~505-54 thru 1~-523-54,
I~532-54 thru 1-538-54, I~540-54, L-541-04,
I-546-54 thru L-554-54.

Complicnce required within 50 howrs in
service after the effective dato of this AD,
unless already accomplished.

To prevent piston pin faflures resulting
from grinding cracks which cesurred during
manufacture, comply with Lycoming Service
Bulletin No. 367B or equivalent procedurs
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approved by Chlef, Englineering and Manu-
facturing Branch, FAA, Eastern Reglon.

Tho manufacturer’s specifications and
procedures identified and dezcribed in this
directive are incorporated hereln and made
a part hereof pursuant to 5 US.C. 552(a)
(1). Al percons aflfected by this directive
who have not already recelved these docu-
ments from the manufacturer, may obtain
coples upon request to Avco Lycoming Divi-
clon, Service Department, Willlamsport,
Ponnsylvania 17701. These documents may
alco be examined at the Engineering and
2>nufecturing Branch, Federal Aviation
Administration, Eastern Reglon, Federal
Bullding, John P. EKennedy International
Alrport, Jamalca, New York 11430. A his-
torical file on this AD which includes the
incorporated material in full is maintained
by the PAA at its3 Eastern Region
Headquarters.

This amendment iIs effective Novem-~
ber 1, 1973. .
(Secs. 313(z), 601 and 693 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 [49 US.C. 1354(a), 1421
and 1423], and section 6(c) of the Depart-
ment of Trancportation Act [49 TUS.C.
1655(c) 1.)

Issued in Jamalca, N.¥., on October 18,
1973.
I.. J. CARDINALY,
Acting Director, Eastern Region.

[FR Dac.73-22319 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[Alrspace Docket No. T3~-NE-2] )

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

POINTS s
Alteration of Provincetown, Mass.,
Transition Area
Correction .

In FR Doc. 73-21217 appearing on page
27600 in the issue for Friday, October 5,
1973, the agency airspace dockef number
should read as set forth above. .

fAlropaca Docket No. T3-EA-51) :

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOY ROUTES, CON-
':;%?NTLLEDS AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

Alteration of Contro! Zone

The Federal Aviation Administration
is amending § 71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation rezulations so as to al-
ter the Clarksburg, W. Va., Control Zone
(38 FR 365).

Due to a change in the daily weather,
reporting and air carrier services of Al-
legheny Airlines, of one hour Monday
through Saturday, an alferation of the
description of the zone is required. How-
ever, the change is a minor one and thus
notice and public procedure hereon are
unnecessary and the amendment may be
made effective in less than 30 days.

In view of the forezoing, Parf 71 of the
Federal Aviation regulations is amended,
effective on October 29, 1973, as follows:

1.’Amend § 71.171 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation regulations so as to amend the
description of the Clarksburg, W. Va.,
Control Zone by deleting the last line in~
the description and by substituting in
lieu thereof the following:
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This Control Zone shall be in effect from
0600 to 2300 hours, local time, Monday
through Saturday; 0700-2300 hours, local
timo Sunday.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958,
72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348; sec. 6(c), De-
partment of 'Transportation Act (49 U.S.C.
1666(c)).

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on October
4,1973. -
RoBERT H. STANTON,
Director, Eastern Region.

[FR Doc.73-22878 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[Alrspace Docket No. 37~EA-65]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area

On page 21797 of the FEDERAL REGISTER .
for August 13, 1973, the Federal Aviation
Administration published a proposed
regulation so as to alter the Wise, Va.,
Transition Area (38 FR 602).

Interested parties were given 30 days

- after publication in which to submit
written date or views. No objections to
the proposed regulation have been
received. |

The proposed alteration of the Wise,
Virginia, transition area was based on
a revision of a procedure predicated on
the Wise radio beacon. The Wise beacon
failed to pass flight inspection at its pres-
ent site. Therefore, the transition area
extension based on the beacon must be
deleted. The resultant transition area~
airspace will be smaller than that pro-
posed or as it existed from previous des-
ignation. Thus notice and public proce-
dure are unnecessary on the proposal as
amended.

In view of the foregoing, the proposed
regulation is hereby adopted, effective
0901 G.m.t., December 6, 1973, as follows:

1. Amend § 71.181 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation regulations so as to delete the
description of Wise, Va. 700-foot floor
transition area and by substituting the
following in lieu thereof:

Wisg, VIRGINIA

That alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within an 1l-mile
radius of the center 36°69’15’’ N., 82°31'50"/
‘W. of Lonesome Pine Airport, Wise, Va.
(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviatior Act of 1958,
72 Stat. 749; 49 U.S.C. 1348, sec. 6(c), De-
partment of Transportation Act (49 Us.C.
1666(c)).)

Issued in Jamaica, N.Y., on October 4,
1973.

ROBERT H. STANTON,
Director, Eastern Region.

[FR Doc.73-22877 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[Alrspace Docket No. 72-WA-13]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
T%?I&%ED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
P

Postponement of Effective Date

On May 24, 1973, FR Doc. 73-10331 was
published in the FeDERAL REGISTER (38

RULES AND REGULATIONS .

FR 13635), designating the Dallas-Ft.
‘Worth, -Tex., Group I Terminal Control
Area (TCA) effective September 30, 1973,
coincidental with the opening of the new
Dallas-F't. Worth Airport.

The official opening of the Dallas-Ft.
. Worth Airport was delayed, and on Au-
gust 31, 1973, an amendment was pub-
lished delaying the effective date of the
Dallas-Ft. Worth, Tex.,, TCA to Octo-
ber 28, 1973 (38 FR 23514).

The official opening of the Dallas-Ft.
‘Worth Airport has again been delayed
until 0601 G.m.t. January 13, 1974. Ac-
cordingly, the effective date of the re-
lated terminal control area should be
postponed to coincide with the opening
of the new airport.

Since it is desirable that the public be
made aware of this postponement im-

_ mediately, notice and publi¢ procedure

thereon are impracticable and good cause
exists for making this amendment effec-
tive immediately.

In consideration of the foregoing, FR
Doc. 73-10331 (38 FR 13635) is amended,
effective October 29, 1973, as hereinafter
set forth: The effective date “0601 G.m.t.,
October 28, 1973” is deleted and “0601
G.m.t., January 13, 1974” is substituted
therefor.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49
U.S.C. 1348(a)); sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c) ).)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo-

ber 15, 1973.

+  CHARLES H. NEWPOL,
Acting Chief Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.73-22879 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[Airspace Docket No. 73—-S0-66]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
';%?&.%ED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

S

Revocation and Redesfgnation of Control
Zones

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula~-
tions is to revoke the Rocky Mount, N.C.,
control zone and redesignate the Rocky
Mount, N.C. (Rocky Mount-Wilson Air-
port) control zone. .

The Rocky Mount and Rocky Mount
(Rocky Mount-Wilson, Airport) control
zones are described in § 71.171 (38 FR
351). The Rocky Mount control zone is
prédicated on Rocky Mount Downtown
Airport, the present location of Rocky

, Mount Flight Service Station. The Rocky

Mount (Rocky Mount-Wilson Airport)
control zone is predicated on Rocky
Mount-Wilson Airport and is presently
designated as part time. Since the Rocky
Mount Flight Service Station will be re~
located to Rocky Mount-Wilson Airport,
effective October 17, 1973, the communi-
cations and weather observation and re-

‘porting requirements can no longer be

met at Rocky Mount Downtown Airport.

It is necessary to revoke the Rocky )

Mount control zone,~and redesignate the
Rocky Mount (Rocky Mouet-Wilson Air-

port) control zone to make it effective 24
hours daily in lieu of part time. Since
these amendments lessen the burden on
the public, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0901 g.m.t., Octo-
ber 17, 1973, as hereinafter set forth.

In §71.171 (38 FR 351), the Rocky
Mount, N.C., control zone is revoked, and
the Rocky Mount, N.C,, (Rocky Mount-
Wilson Airport) control zone is re-
designated as:

Rocky MounT, N.C.

Within & 5-mtle radius of Rocky Mount«
Wilson Afrport (Lat. 356°51'17/ E., Long,
77°63'34'* W.).

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and of Sec. 6(c) of
the Department of Transportation Aot (49
U.8.C. 16656(c).)

Issued in East Point, Ga., on October
12, 1973.
PraiLrir M. SWATEK,
Director, Southern Region.

[FR Doc.73-22895 Filed 10-26-73;8:46 am]

[Alrspace Docket No, 73-GL-46]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
';%?&.}.ED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING

. Alteration of Transition Area

The purpose of this amendment.of Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
to alter the Lafayette, Indiona transition
area.

‘The instrument approach procedure to
the Aretz Airport has been cancelled.
‘Therefore, the transition area protecting
this procedure 1s no longer required.

Since this change is minor in nature
and imposes no additional burden on any
person, notice and public procedure
hereon are unnecessary and the change
may be accomplished by Final Rule
Action.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, effective 0901 G.m.t., December
6, 1973, as hereinafter set forth:

In § 71,181 (38 FR 435), the following .
transition area is amended to read:

LAFAYETTE, IND,

That airspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 7i4-milo
radius of Purdue University Airport (Iatitude
40°24’45’* N., longitude 86°66'156'" W.):
within 2 miles each side of the 144° radial of
the Lafayette VORTAC extonding from tho
7% -mile radlus areas to the Lafayotto
VORTAC; within a 5% -mile radius of Halg«
mer Alrport (latitude 40°23'40* N,, longitude
86°48'25' W.).

(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348), and of Seotion 6(o0) of

the Department of Transportation Aot [49
U.8.0. 1655(c) ].)

- Issued in Des Plaines, 1., on Septem-
ber 26, 1973.
H, W. POGGEMEYER,
Acting Director,
° Great Lakes Reglon,

[FR Doc.73-22893 Filed 10-26-73;8:46 am]
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[Airspace Docket No. 73-NE-25]

PART 71—DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES; CON-
T%?&._lflsED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
P

Alteration of Control Zone and.Transition
Area

On page 22981 of the FepERAL REGIS-
T7ER dated August 28, 1973, the Federal
Aviation Administration published a no-
‘tice of proposed rulemaking which would
alter the Concord, New Hampshire, Con-
trol Zone and 700-foot Transition Area.

Interested persons were afforded an op-
portunity to participate in the proposed
rule making through the submissions of
comments. Comments were received from
the New Hampshire Aeronautics Com-
mission and the Adjutant General, New
Hampshire Army National Guard. Both
comments raised the same three objec-
tions to the rule change as proposed in
the Notice.

First, both commentators objected to
the use of the name “Epping” as a de-~
signation for the new NDB contending
that it would conflict with the published
TACAN approach to Pease Air Force
Base which utilizes “Epping” as initial
approach fix. It is considered that this
comment has merit and accordingly the
designation of the new NDB is being
changed from “Epping” to “Epson.”

The commentators also objected to the
proposed deletions of the Concord con-
trol zone extension to the north of run-
way 17 and the control zone extension to
the west for the now cancelled VOR
approach.. As to the former, the com-
ments asserted that recent flights had
‘indicated the possibility of a backcourse
approach and that this portion of the
control zone should be retained to per-
mit such approaches. As to the deletion
of the extension for the cancelled VOR
approach, the commentators suggested
that this extension should be retained
in view of the fact that the Concord
VOR is to be scheduled for conversion to.
a Doppler VOR.

‘While the Concord VOR is pro-
erammed for conversion to a Doppler
VOR, this is not scheduled to occur until
fiseal year 1975. Therefore, there is no
reason for the present continuation of®
that confrol zone extension. The control
zone may be altered for a new VOR ap-
proach at such time as conversion to the
Doppler VOR is completed. As regards
the other control zone proposed deletion,
the agency has determined that the
backecourse LOC approach does not meet
the established agency criteria. Accord-
ingly, it is considered that the com-
ments objecting to the deletion of the
two control zone extensions are without
merit and this portion of the rule change
‘is being adopted without further
modification.

In view of the foregoing the proposed
regulations, as meodified above, are
hereby adopted effective 0801 G.m.t,
November 28, 1973.

1. Amend $71.171 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
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delete the description of the Concord,
New Hampshire, control zone and insert

the following in lieu thereof:
Within o 5-mile radius of the center,
43°12°'16°° N., T1°30'07°* W., of Concord

Afunicipal Alrport, Concord, Neww Eampshire;
within 1.5 miles each side of the 337° bear-
ing from the Epson, New Hampchire, NDB,
43°07'05' N., 71°27°13" W., extending from
the 5-mile-radius Done to the Epson NDB.

2. Amend §71.181 of Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to
delete the description of the Concord,
New Hampshire, 700-foot-transition area
and insert the following in licu thereof:

That afrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surface hounded by a lne
beginning at 43°23'00*° N., 71°11°60* W., to
43°09'00'° N., 71°11'50* \7,, to 42°58°69"" N.,
71°01°00°* ., to 42°53'00** N., T1*11'30"* W,
to 42°47°00’" N., 71°03'00"" W., to 42°38'00'"
N., 71°20°00”" /., to 42°40°C0** N., T1°35°00""
1., to 42°43'00'* N, 71°30'00'* W, to 42°45'~
00'* N., 71°38'25"" V7., to 42°54°00" N,, T1°~
57'00"* W., to 43°06°00°’ 1., 71°47°060** W, to
43°23'00"' N., 71°47°C0*’ V7., to polnt of be-
ginning. 1,200-fcot transltion area I3
unchanged.

(Sec. 370(a) of the Federal Aviatien Act of
1958 [72 Stat. 749; 49 U.5.C. 1348] and cectlon
6(c) of the Department of Transportation Act
{49 U.S.C. 1655(¢c) ].) =

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts,
on October 12, 1973,

Ferris J. Howrarn,
Director, New England Region.

[FR Doc.73-22896 Filed 10-20-73;8:45 cm]

[Afrspace Docket No. 7T3-RM{-37]
PART 73—SPECIAL USE AIRSPACE
Revocatlon of Restricted Areas

The purpose of this amendment to the
Federal Aviation regulations is to revoke
Restricted Area R-6408A and R-6408B,
Indian Creek, Utah,

The United States Air Force has ad-
vised the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion (FAA) that the requirement for re-
stricted airspace R-6408A and B is no
longer valid.

Since this amendment returns the air-
space to public use and is a minor
amendment upon which the public would
have no particular reason to comment,
notice and public procedure thereon are
unnecessary. In order to make this air-
space available for public use at the ear-
liest possible date, good cause exists for
making this amendment effective on less
than 30 days notice.

In consideration of the forezoing, Part
73 of the Federal Aviation regulations is
amended, effective on October 29, 1973,
as hereinafter set forth.

Section 73.64 (38 FR 670 and 37 FR
23904 and 25820) is amended as follows:

1. Restricted Area R-64084A, Indian
Creek, Utah, is revoked.

2. Restricted Area R-6408B, Indian
Creek, Utah; is revoked.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (49
U.S.C. 1348(a)), sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.5.C. 1656(c)).)

.
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Issued In Washington, D.C., on Oc-
tober 16, 1973.

CeArres H, NEWPOL,
Acting Chief, Airspace and
Air Traffic Rules Division.

[FR Doc.i3-22839 Filed 10~26-73;8:45 am}

[Alrcpace Docket No. 7T3-WA-44]

PART 75—ESTABLISHMENT OF JET
ROUTES AND AREA HIGH ROUTES

Change of Area Righ Route Waypoint
Names

The purpose of this amendment to
Part 75 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions is to change certain waypoint
names to five-letter words.

To simplify the coding system for area
navigation (RNAV) waypoints, the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration (FAA) is
assigning five-letter names to all way-
points not collated with navigation
facilities. The came five letters serve as
the waypoint name, location identifier,
and computer code.

Since the identifying names of way-
points is 2 minor matter upon which the
publio is not particularly interested,
notice and public procedure thereon are
unnecessary. However, since it is neces-
sary that sufficient time be allowed to
permit appropriate changes fo be made
on aeronautical charts, this amendment
will become effective more than 30 days
after publication in the Feoerar REcis-
TER.
In consideration of the forezoing, Part
75 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended, as hereinafter set forth.

§ 75.400 (38 FR 700, 24204) is amended
asfollows:

Effective 0301 GMT, December 6, 1573, “En-
torprize, Eans” 13 deleted in J-800R and
“ENTER" {5 substituted therefor. Also “Gold-
field, Colo.” I5 deleted in J-801R and J-323R,
and “GOFEL" 15 substituted therefor.
Effective 0302 GMT Jonuary 31, 1974, “Willy”
15 deleted in J-851R, J-907R and J-535R, and
“WYCOX" 15 substituted therefor.

(Sec. 807(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 US.C. 1348(a) ) and See. 6(c) of the
Department of Transportation Act (43 US.C.

1655(c).)
Crartes H. NEWPOL,
Acting Chief, Airspace
and Air Traffic Rules Division.
Issued in Washington, D.C., on Ocfober
23,1913.
[FR D0¢.73-22320 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[Docket o, 1325; Amdt. No. 887]

PART 97—STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACTH PROCEDURES

Recent Changes and Additions

This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed-
eral Aviation Regulations incorporates
by reference therein changes and addi-
tions to the Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures (SIAP’s) that were
recently adopted by the Administrafor
to promote safety at the airports con~
cerned.

.
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The complete SIAP’s for the.changes
and additions covered by this amend-

ment are described in FAA Forms 3139,

8260-3, 8260-4, or 8260-5 and made a
part of the public rule making dockéts
of the FAA in accordance with the pro-
cedures set forth in Amendment No. 97—
696 (35 FR 5609).

SIAP’s are available for examination
at the Rules Docket and at the National
Flight Data Center, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, 800 Independence Avenue
S.W., Washington, D.C, 20591. Copies of
SIAP’s adopted "in a particular region
are also available for examination at the
headquarters of that region. Individual
copies of SIAP's may be purchased from

the PAA Public Document Inspection .

Facility, HQ-405, 800 Independence
Avenue SW., Washington, D.C. 20591 or
from the applicable FAA regional office
in accordance with the fee schedule pre-
scribed in 49 CFR 7.85. This fee is pay-
able in advance and may be paid by
check, draft or postal money order pay-
able to the Treasurer of the United
States. A weekly transmittal of all SIAP
changes and additions may be obtained
by subscription at an annual rate of
$150.00 per annum from the Superinten-
dent of Documents, U.S. .Government
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.
Additional copies mailed to the same ad-
dress may be ordered for $30.00 each.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this amendment,
I find that further notice and public pro-
cedure hereon is impracticable and good
cause exists for making it effective in less
than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended as follows, effective on the
dates specified:

1. Section 97.21 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-

lIowing L/MF SIAP’s effective December -

6, 1973.

Yakataga, Ala.ska—-Yal.ataga Airport, LFR-A,
Amdt. 13, canceled.

2. Section 97.23 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAP’s, effective
December 6, 1973.

Bedford, Ind.~—Virgil I. Grissom Municipal
Alrport, VOR/DME Runway 13, Amdt. 2,

Bedford, Ind—Virgil I. Grissom Municipal
Alrport, VOR/DME Runway 31, Amdt, 1.

Bemidji, Minn.—Bemidji Municipal Airport,
VOR Runway 13, Amdt. 7.

Bemidji, Minn.—Bemidji Municipal Alrport,
VORTAC Runway 31, Amdt. 3.

Dickson, Tenn.—Dickson Municipal Alrport,
VOR/DME Runway 17, Amdt. 1.

Gibson City, Ill.—Gibson City Muncipal Afr-
port, VOR-A, Amdt. 1.

Hamilton, Ala—Marion County Airport, VOR
Runway 18, Amdt. 1.

Hancock, Mich.—Houghton County Memorial
Alrport, VOR Runway 13, Amdt. 6.

Hancock, Mich.—Houghton County Memorial
Alrport, VOR Runway 25, Amdt. 8.

Hancock, Mich.—Houghton County Memorial
Alrport, VOR Runway 31, Amdt. 5.

Lafayette, Ind.~Purdue University Alrport,
VOR~A, Amdt. 16.

Oklahoma City, Okla —Wul Rogers World
Alrport, VOR Runway 12, Amdt. 14.

Philadelphia, Pa.—Philadelphia Interna-
tional Airport, VOR Runway 9R, Amdt. 1.
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Rome, Ga—Richard B. Russell Airport, VOR
Runway 36, Amdt. 8.

‘Washington, D.C—Washington National Air-
port, VOR Runway 36, Amdt. 4,

‘West Point, Va—West Point Municipal Alre
port, VOR Runway 33, Amdt, 3.

Yakutat, Alaska—Yakutat Alrport, VOR
Runway 11, Amdt, 9.

% = = effective November 8, 1973:

Del Rio, Tex—Del Rio International Airport,
VOR~-A, Amdt. 6.

Holly Springs, Miss~Holly Springs-Marshall
County Airport, VOR Runway 18, original.

* = * effective October 11, 19%73:

San Jose, Calif—San Jose Munlicipal Alrport,
VOR A, Amdt. 2.

San Jose, Calif.—~San Jose Municipal Airport,
VOR Runway 12R/L, Amdt. 13.

San Jose, Calif.~San Jose Municipal Aftport,
VOR/DME Runway 12R/L, Amd#t. 1.

San Jose, Calif.—San Jose Municipal Afrport,
VOR/DME Runway 30R/L, Amdt, 2.

3. Section 97.25 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAP’s, effective
December 6, 1973.

Hancock, Mich.—Houghton County Memorial
Alrport LOC/DME (BC) Runway 13, Amdt,

Oklahoma City, Okla~~Will Rogers World

- Alrport, LOC (BC) Runway 17L, Amdt. 6.

Oklahomsa City, Okla.—Wwill Rogers World
Atrport, LOC (BC) Rv;zpway 35L, Amdt. 2.

* * = effective November 8, 1973:

Crossville, Tenn.—Crossville Memorial Air-
port, LOC Runway 25, original, canceled.

* ® * effective October 16, 1973:

Atlanta, Ga.—The Willlam B. Hartsfield At-
lanta International Alrport, LOC (BC)
Runway 27R, Amdt, 10. -

* * * effective October 11, 1973:

San Jose, Calif—~San Jose Municipal Airport,
LOC BC Runway 12R, Amdt. 9, ~

San Jose, Calif.—San Jose Municipal Airport,
LOC/DME Runway 30L, Amdt. 2.

4. Section 97.27 is amended by orig-
inating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing NDB/ADF SIAP's, effective De-
cember 6, 1973.

Bedford, Ind—Virgil I. Grissom Municipal
Alrport, NDB Runway 13, Amdt. 1.

Bedford, Ind.—Virgil I. Grissom Municipal
Airport, NDB Runway 31, Amdt. 1.

Hancock, Mich.—~Houghton County Memo-
rial Airport, NDB-A, Amdt. 3, canceled.

Hancock, Mich.—Houghton County Memo-
rial Airport, NDB Runway 31, Amdt. 2.

Lafayette, Ind—~—Purdue University Airport,
NDB Runway 10, Amdt. 3.

Oklahoma City, Okla~Will Rogers World
Airport, NDB Runway 17D, Original.

Oklahoma City, Okla.—Will Rogers World
Afrport, NDB Runway 17R, Amdt. 16.

Oklahoma City, Okla~—Will Rogers World
Airport, NDB Runway 35L, Amdt. 4.

- Oklahomsa City, Okla—Will Rogers World

Alrport, NDB Runway 35R, Original.
Washington, D.C.—Washington National Air-
port, NDB-Runway 36, Amdt. 1.
TYakataga, Alaska—Yakataga Alrport, NDB-A,
Orlglnal

*ox o2 effectweOctober 16,19%73:

Annette Island, Alaska—Annette Alrport,
NDB-A, Amdt, 9, canceled.

5. Section 97.29 is amended by orig-
inating, amending, or canceling the fol-

lowing IS SIAP’s, effective December 6,

1973,

Hancock, Mich.—Houghton County Momo=
rial Airport, ILS Runway 31, Amdt, 4,

Lafayette, Ind.—Purdue University Alrport,
ILS Runway 10, Amdt. 1.

Oklahoma City, Okla.—Will Rogers World
Alrport, ILS Runway 17R, Amdt. 1.

Oklahoma City, Okla~—~Will Rogors World
Alrport, ILS Runway 35R, Amdt. 4.
Washington, D.C.—Washington National Alr«
port, ILS Runway 36, Amdt. 24,
* + * effective November 8, 1973
Crossville, Tenn.—Crossvillo Momorial Afr«
port, ILS Runway 25, Original,

* # ¢ gaffective October 16,1973:
Annette Island, Alaske—Annotte Afrport, ILS

Runway 12, Amdt, 11. canceled,

+* ¢ = affective October 11, 1973:

San Jose, Calif —San Jose Municlpal Afrport,

ILS Runway 30L, Amdt. 12.

6. Section 97.31 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing Radar SIAP’s, effective Decomw
ber 6, 1973.

Oklahomsa City,
‘World Alrport RADAR~1, Amdt. 14,

Washington, D.C -—Wnshington Nz\tionul Afr-
port, RADAR~1, Amdt, 18,

7. Section 97.33 is amended by origl-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing RNAV SIAP's, effective Decems-
ber 6, 1973.

Truckee, Calf.—Truckee~Tahoo

RNAV-A, Amdt. 1.

Washington, D.C.—Washington Nationnl Afr=

port, RNAV Runway 3, Amdt. 3.

8. Correction. In Docket No, 13231,
Amendment No. 885 to Part 97 of tho
Federal Aviation Regulations published
in the FeperaL RecIsTER under Section
97.29 effective November 15, 1973, change
effective date of Houston, Tex., Houston
Intercontinental Airport, ILS Runway 8,
Amdt. 3 to 13 December 73.

(Secs. 307, 313, 601, 1110, Federal Avintion
Act of 1948; 49 U.S.0. 1438, 1354, 1421, 1510,

sec. 6(c) Department of Transportation Act,
49 U.8.C. 1666(¢) and 6 U.S.0. 562(a) (1))

ued in Washington, D.C., on Octo-
ber 18,

Oklehoma—Will Rogery

Afrport,

JAMES M. VINES,
Chief,
Aircraft Programs Division.
Nore: Incorporation by referonce provi-
slons in §§ 97.10 and 97.20 approved by the
Director of the Federal Register on May 12,
1969 (35 FR 5610).

[FR Doc.73-22804 Flled 10-26-73;8:45 am]

Title 177—Commodity and Securitles
Exchanges

CHAPTER |—COMMODITY EXCHANGE
AUTHORITY (INCLUDING COMMODITY
EXCHANGE COMMISSION), DEPART-
-MENT OF AGRICULTURE

PART = 1—GENERAL REGULATIONS
xg}pm THE COMMODITY EXCHANGE

Contract Market Rule Enforcemont

A proposal was published in the Frp-
ERAL REGISTER on July 11, 1973 (38 FR
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18469), pursuant to the authority of
sections 52 and 8a of the Commodity
Exchange Act (7T US.C. Ta and 12a), to
issue a regulation setting forth certain
requirements for programs by contract
markets for the enforcement of the pro-
visions of the Act specified therein and of
their bylaws, rules, regulations, and reso-
lutions referred to therein. Interested
persons were given an opportunity to re-
quest g hearing or to make written sub-
missions on the matter on or before
August 27, 1973.

As set forth in the notice of proposed
rulemaking, some contract markets have
been maintaining a passive attitude to-
ward such enforcement while others have
been failing to diligently seek out viola-
. tions in certain areas.

Comments were received from four
contract markets, three of whom sup-
ported the aims of the proposed regula-

tion. One of the three, however, felt that™

- certain clarifying changes were neces-
sary. Two contract markets, including
one which supported the aims of the
proposal, requested an opportunity for
hearing. - Neither made 2 persuasive
showing that -any such hearing is
necessary.

After careful consideration of all writ-
ten comments and of all relevant facts
and information available, a change was
made is § 1.51(2) to make clear that the
regulation reguires a contract market to

“secure compliance with only those of its
bylaws, rules, regulations, and resolu-
tions which such contract market is re-

" quired by the Commodity Exchange Act
to enforce, In addition, a change was
made in paragraph (a) (3) of this section
to make clear that a contract marketf is
required to examine books and records of
its-members relating to their business of
dealing in commodity futures and cash
commodities only insofar as such busi-

-ness relates to their dealings on such
contract market.

In consideration of the foregoing, the
proposed regulation is hereby adopted as
set forth below.

Eﬁeciive date. This regulation shall
become effective December 1, 19%73.

§1.51 Contract market program for
enforcement.

.(a) Each contract market shall use
due diligence In maintaining a continu-
ing affirmative action program to secure
compliance with all of the provisions of
Sections 5, 5a, 5b, 6(a), and 6b of the
Act (7T U.S.C. 1, Ta, T, 8, 132) and with
all of the contract market’s bylaws, rules,
regulations and resolutions which such
contract market is required by the Act to
enforce. Such program shall include:

(1) Surveillance of market activity for
indication of possible congestion or other
market situation conducive to possible
price distortion;

(2) Surveillance of trading practices
on the floor of such contract market;

(3) Examination of the books and rec-
ords kept by contract market members
relating to their business of dealing in
commeodity fubures and cash commodi-
ties, insofar as such business relates to
their dealing on such contract market;
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(4) Investigation of complaints re-
ceived from customers concerning the
handling of their accounts or orders;

(5) Investigation of all other alleged
or apparent violatlon of such bylaws,
rules, regulations and resolutions; and

(6) Such other surveillance, record
examination and investigation as 1Is
necessary to enforce such bylaws, rules,
regulations and resolutions; and

(7) A procedure which results in the
taking of prompt, effective disciplinary
action for any violation which is found
to have been committed.

(b) Each contract market shall keep
full, complete, and systematic records
which will clearly set forth all action
taken as a part of, and as a result of, its
program required under paragraph (a)
of this section.

(Sec. 53, 49 Stat, 1497, as amended; Sec. 83,
49 Stat, 1600, as amended; 7 U.S.C, 7a, 12a)

The recordkeeping requirements con-
tained herein have been approved by
the Office of Management and Budget in
accordance with the Federal Reports Act
of 1942,

Issued: October 23, 1973.

J. PHIL CAMPBELL,
Under Secretary.

[FR Doc. 73-22890 Flled 10-20-73;8:45 am]

Title 22—Foreign Relations

CHAPTER V—UNITED STATES
INFORMATION AGENCY

PART 501—APPOINTMENT OF FOREIGN
SERVICE INFORMATION OFFICERS

U.S. Citizenship Requirements

As & result of a recent court decision
concerning the 10-year U.S. citizenship
requirement for appointment as a For-
eign Service Information Office ,of the
United States, part 501 of Title 22 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
as set forth below:

1. In § 501.2, paragraph (a) is revised
to read as follows:

§501.2 Eligibility for appointment as
FSIO.

(a) Pursuant to PL: 90-494 and section
511 of the Foreign Service Act of 1946, as
amended, all Foreign Service informa-
tion of.ﬁcers shall be appointed by the
President, by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate. All appointments
shall be made to a class and not to a
particular post. No person shall be eligi-
ble for appointment as a Forelgn Service
information officer unless he has demon-
strated his loyalty to the Government
of the United States and his attachment
to the principles of the Constitution, and
unless he is a citizen of the United
States and, if married, is marxied to a
citizen of the United States. The religion,
race, sex, marital status or political afiil-
iations of a candidate will not be con-
sidered in designations, examinations, or
certifications.

* * - L 3 *®

2. Sections 501.5 through 501.12 are
revised as follows:
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§ 501.5 Appointment to Class 7 or 8.

Appointment as a Foreign Service in-
formation officer of class 8, or of class 7,
is governed by §§ 501.6-501.12.

§501.6 YWritten examination.

‘The Board of Examiners for the For-
elen Service has established the folow-
ing rules regarding the written exami-~
nation:

(a) When and where given. The writ~
ten examination will be given annually
or semiannually, if required, in desiz-
nated cities in the United States and
at Forelgn Service posts on dates estab~
lished by the Board of Examiners for the
Forelgn Service. Applicants must indi-
cate in their applications whether they
are applying for the Department of State
or for the U.S. Information Agency. Can-
didiates who pass the written examina-
tion successfully may request transfer
of their applications to the other agency.

(b) Designation to fake writien ex-
amination. No person will be permitted
to take a written examination for ap-
pointment as a Forelem Service officer
or Forelsn Service information officer
who has not been specifically designated
by the Board of Examiners fo take that
particular examination. Prior to each
written examination, the Board will es~
tablish a closing date for the receipt of
applications for designation to take the
examination. No person will be desiz-
nated for the examination who has not,
as of that closing date, filed an apphca—
tion with the Board. To be designated
for the written examination, a candi-
date, as of the date of the examination,
must be a citizen of the Unifed Stafes
and shall be at least 21 years of age,
except that an applicant who has been
awarded a bachelor’s dezree by a college
or university, or has complefed success-
fully the junior year at a college or uni-
versity, may qualify if at least 20 years of
age.

(c) Content. The written examinafion
is designated to permit the Beard to fest
the candidate’s intellizence and breadth
and qualify of knowledse and under-
standing. It will consist of three parts:
(1) a general ability test; (2) an English
expression test; and (3) a general back-
ground test.

(d) Grading. The several parts of the
written examination are wechied in
accordance with the rules established by
the Board of Examiners.

§501.7 Oral examination.

The Board of Examiners for the For-
elgn Service has established the follow-
ing rules rezardinz the oral examina-
tion:

{a) When and where giver. The oral
examination will be given throughout
the year at Washington and periodically
in selected cities in the United States
and, if circumstances permit, at selected
Forelgn Service posts.

(b) Eligibility. If a candidate’s
welghted average on the written exami-
nation is 70 or hizher, the candidate will
be elizible to take the oral examination.
Candidates eligible for the .oral exami-
nation will be given an opportunity and
will be required to take the oral exami-
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nation within 9 months after the date
of the written examination. If a candi-
date fails to appear for the oral exami-
nation on an agreed date within the

9-month period, the candidacy will auto-
matically terminate except that time
spent outside the United States and its
territories, for reasons acceptable to the
Board of Examiners, will not be counted
against the 9-month period. The can-
didacy of anyone for whom the 9-month
period is extended because of being
abroad will be automaticaelly terminated
if the candidate fails to appear for the
oral examination within 3 months after
first returning to the United States: pro-
vided that the candidacy of anyone who
has not returned and been examined
in the meantime will be canceled 2 years
after the end of the month in which the
written examingtion was held,

(¢) Examining process—(1) Panel of

deputy examiners. The oral examination
will be given by @ panel of deputy ex-
aminers approved by the Board of Ex-
aminers from & roster of Foreign Service

officers, officers from the Department of
State, and other Government agencies,

and qualifed private citizens who by

prior service as members of selection
boards or through other appropriate ac-
tivities have demonstrated special quali-
fications for this work. Service as deputy
examiners shall be limited to a maximum
of 5 years, unless a further period is spe-
cifically authorized by the Board.

(2) Purpose of examination. The ex-
amingtion will be conducted in the light
of all available information concerning
the candidate and will be designed to
determine the candidate’s competence
to perform the work of a Foreign Service
officer at home and abroad, potential for
growth in the Service, and suitability to
serve as a representative of the United
States abroad. Panels examining candi-
dates for the Department of State will
be chaired by g Foreign Service officer
of the Department. Panels examining
candidates for the U.S. Information
Agency will be chaired by an officer of
that Agency’s Foreign Service. Deter-
minations of duly constituted panels of
deputy examiners are final, unless modi-
fied by specific action of the Board of
Examiners for the Foreign Service. -

(d) Grading., Candidates appearing
for the oral examination will be graded
“recommended” or “not recommended.”
If “recommended,” the panel will assign
a grade which will be advisory to the
final Review Panel in determining the
candidate’s standing on the rank-order
register of eligibles. The candidacy of
anyone who is graded “not recom-
mended” is automatically terminated
and may not be considered again until
the candidate has passed a new wntten
examination.

(e) Background investigation. An in-
vestigation shall be conducted of candi-
dates who have been grdded “recom-
mended” by the oral examining panel to
determine loyalty to the Government of
the United States and attachment to the
principles of the Constitution.
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§ 501.8 :Medic{ll examination.

The Board of Examiners for the For-
elgn Service has established the follow-
ing rules regarding the medical examina-
tion of candidates. (Regulations regard~
ing medical examination. of dependents
are contasined in the Foreign Affairs
Manual available at the Department of
State and U.S. Information Agency.)

(a) Eligibility. A candidate graded
“recommended” on the oral examinatioh
will be eligible for the physical
examination.

(b) Purpose. The medical examination
is designed to determine the candidate’s
physical fitness to -perform the duties of
a Foreign Service officer on a worldwide
basis and to determine the presence of
any physical, nervous, or mental disease
or defect of such a nature as to make it
unlikely -that the candidate would be-
come 2 satisfactory officer. The Execu-
tive Director of the Board of Examin-
ers for tHe Foreign Service, with the
concurrence of the Deputy Assistant Sec-

retary for Medical Services, may make -

such exceptions to these physical re-
quirements as are in the interest of the
Service. All such exceptions shall be re-
ported to the Board  of Examiners for
the Foreign Service ab its next meeting.
" (¢) Conduct of examination. The med-
jcal examination will be conducted either
by medical officers of the Armed Forces,
the Public Health Service, the Depart-
ment, accredited colleges and universi-
ties, or, with the approval of the Board
of Examiners, by private physicians.
(@) Determination. The Deputy Assist-
ant Secretary for Medical Services will
determine, on the basis of the report of
the .physician(s) who conducted the
medical examination, whether the can-
didate has met the standards set forth
in paragraph (b) in this section.

§ 501.9 Certification for appointment.

(a) Eligibility. A candidate will not be’

certified as eligible for appointment as a
Foreign Service information officer of
class 8 unless the candidate is at least
21 years of age, is g citizen of the United
States, and, if married, is married to a
citizen of the United States. A candidate
may be certified as eligible for direct ap-
pointment to class 7 if, in addition to
meeting these specifications, the candi-
date also has additional qualifications of
experience, education, and age which the
Board of Examiners for the Foreign
Service currently define as demonsitrat-
ing ability and special skills for- which
there is a need in the Foreign Service.
Recommended candidates who meet
these requirements will be certified for
appointment, in accordance with the
needs of the Service, in the order of their
standing on their respective registers.
(b) Separate rank-order registers.
Separate registers for Department of
State candidates will be maintained for
the administrative, consular, commer-
cial/economic, and political functional
specialties. Successful candidates for the
U.S. Information Agency will have their
names placed on a separate rank-order

register and appointments will be made
according to the needs of the Agency.
Postponement of entronce on duty for
required active military service, or xe-
quired alternative service, clvilon Gov-
ernment service abroad (to o maximum
of 2 years of such civilian service), or
Peace Corps volunteer service will be au~
thorized. A candidate may be certified for
appointment to class 7 or § without, first
having passed an examination in o for-
eign language, but the appointment will
be subject to the condition that the newly
appointed officer may not recelve more
than one promotion unless, within o spe-
cified period of time, adequate profl-
ciency in a foreign language is achieved.

§ 501.10 Final revicw pancl.

After the results of the medical exami-
nation and backeround investigation ave
received, the candidate’s entire flle will
be reviewed by s Final Review Panel,
consisting of two or more deputy examin-
ers. Candidates who have been gmded
“recommended” by oral ex
panels, who have passed thelr medical
examination, and who, on the basis of in-
vestigation, have been found to be loyal
to the Government of the United States
and personally suitable to represent 1t
abroad, will have their names placed on
a rank-order register for the functional
specialty for which they have been quall-
fied. Their standing on the register will
be determined by the Final Review
Panel after taking into account the grade
assigned by the oral examining panel
and any information developed sub-
sequent to the oral examinstion concern«
ing the applicant. The candidacy of any-
one who is determined by the Final
Review Panel to be unquealified for ap-
pointment shall be terminated and the
candidate so informed.

§ 501.11 Termination of eligibility.

(a) Time lmit., Candidates who have
qualified but have not been appointed be«
cause of lack of vacancies will be dropped
from the rank-order register 30 months
after the date of the written examina-
tion: provided, however, that reasonable
time spent in civillan Government serv-
ice abroad (to & maximum of 2 years of
such service), including service as &
Peace Corps volunteer, in required active
military service, or in required alterna-
tive service, subsequent to establishing
eligibility for appointment will not be
counted in the 30-month period.

(b) Extension of eligibility neriod.
The Chairman of the Board of Examiners
may extend the eligibility period when
such extension is, in the Chalrman’s
judement, justified in the interests of the
Service. The Chairman shall report the
approved extensions to the Board of Ex-
aminers.

§ 501.12 Travel expenses of candidates.

The travel and other personal expenses
of candidates incurred in connection
with the written and oral examinations
will not be borne by the Government, ex-
cept that the Agency may issue round-
trip invitational travel orders to bring



candidates to Washington at Govern-
ment{ expense when it is determined that
it is necessary in as a cdndi-
date’s qualifications and a,daptabmty for
appointment.

Effective dafe. These provisions and
amendments are effective on October 29,
1973.

James KEOGH,
Director.

[FE Doc.73-22885 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

Title 45—Public Welfare

CHAPTER IX—ADMINISTRATION ON
AGING, DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
_EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

PART: 903—GRANTS FOR STATE AND
COMMUNITY PROGRAMS ON AGING

Correction

- InFR Doe.73-21597, appearing at page
28039 in the issue of Thursday, October
11, 1973, make the following changes:

1. In the third column on page 28041,
in the fifth line of paragraph 26., the
word “relay”, should read “delay”.

2. In the Table of Contents:

a. The second word in the heading for
§ 903.82, “and”, should read ‘“or”.

b. Directly under § 903.82 msert the
following entry:

903.83 Federal financial participation of
activities under an area plan.

3. After the word “agency” in the

third line of § 903.34, insert “designated
in accordance with § 903.13,”.

Title 47—Telecommunication
CHAPTER 1—FEDERAL
COMMUNICATIONS COMMISSION
[Docket No. 19722; FCC 73-1077]

PART 15—RADIO FREQUENCY DEVICES
’ Comparable Television Tuning

1. Infroduction. A notice of proposed
rulemaking in this proceeding was re-
leased on April 20, 1973 (FCC 73-405, 40
FCC 24 675, 38 FR 10466, April 30, 1973).
In the Notice, the Commission proposed
to amend § 15.68(d) (3) of the compara-
. ble television tuning rules, which states

- requirements, effective July 1, 1975, for
television receivers equipped with a 70-
-position UHF tuner. Comments were re-
questéd on the specific modification of

§ 15.68(d) (3), on the industry’s capa-
bility in general to meet the 1975 require-~
ments, and on new developments in the
tuning art. Comments were filed by the
Consumer Electronics Group of the Elec-
tronic Industries Association (ETA),
Mitsubishi International Corporation,
GTE Sylvania, Inc., Sarkes Tarzian, Inc.
(Tarzian), Standard Components, and
Kaiser Broadcasting Corporation. Reply
comments were filed by EIA, Zenith
Radio Corporation, and General Instru-
ment Corporation (GD. We have also
considered a November 7, 1972 letter
from GI, a petition for rule making filed
- by EIA shortly before the notice of pro-
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posed rulemaking was issued, and sup-
plemental comments filed by Tarzian?

2, The proposed modification of § 15.68
(@) (3) specified two methods for achiev-

*ing comparable tuning in receivers utiliz-

ing a 70-position UHF detent tuner. The
first method, applicable to color and
monochrome receivers, involved elimi-
nating the need for routine fine tuning.
In the Notice, we stated that a 70-posi-
tion tuner accurate to == 1IMHz, combined
with AFC circuitry now in use, is con-
sidered to eliminate the need for routine

- fine tuning. We also sftated that any

combination ‘of AFC with a channel
selection mechanism capable of posi-
tioning the tuner within the pull-in
range of AFC would meet the re-
quirement and, finally, that any method
which ‘eliminated routine fine tuning
would be acceptable. We now add, in
case it is mnot clear from the fore-
going, that any method which preduces
and maintains detented tuning accuracy
of the same order as the specific methods
mentioned also meets this requirement.
This provision is simply o restatement of
the present requirement in terms of the
result to be achieved rather than a speci-
fic means of reaching it.

3. The second method, applicable to
monochrome receivers only, required
that the UHF channel selection controls
position the tuner within #1MH?Z of cor-
rect frequency and that UHF and VHF
fine tuning speed be the same. This pro-
vision would eliminate the present re-
quirement of AFC in monochrome tun-
ing but would add the fine tuning speed
requirement.

4. The proposed modification reflected
the development by GI of o 70-position
tuner accurate to within #1MHz of cor-
rect frequency and a demonstration of
recelvers utilizing that tuner to the Com-
mission’s staff, In the demonstration, the
receivers produced a very satisfactory
monochrome picture on all 70 UBF chan-
nels without AFC and without fine tun-
ing, and a very satisfactory color picture
on all 70 channels with AFC and withont
fine tuning. There was no perceptible dif-
ference in picture quality among the T0
UHF channels or between UHF and VEFP
channels.

5. The comments, After considerable
study of the EIA petition for rule mak-
ing and comments, we think its position
can fairly be summarized as follows:

(1) ETA does not think that the Com-
mission should impose dn accuracy
standard stricter than -3MHz until one
year after the receiver manufacturing in-
dustry is given adequate assurance that
tuning equipment meeting the stricter
standard will be available from at least
two sources in production quantities suf-
ficient to meet total industry demand.

1Tarzlan's supplemental comments consist
primarily of & response to matters ralsed inle
ticlly by GI in its reply comments, Tarzian’s
ATotion for Leave to File Supplemental Com-~
ments is gronted.
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TWorking models of tuners should be
available now in connection with design
of 1975 recelvers. Since a working model
is avallable now from only one tuner
manufacturer, it is too early to impose 3
stricter standard. The rule should be de-
leted until a second complying tumer Is
made available.

(2) The use of AFC should be optional
for both color and monochrome receivers.
The avallabllity of a lower-cost color op~
tion to the customer Is more important
than A¥C, even if use of AFC with an ac-
curate channel selection mechanism is
required to achieve comparable UBF
color tuninz. Moreover, if the receiver
manufacturer volumtarily equips the re--
celver with AFC, the Commission should
not regulate the performance of that
recelver,

(3) The industry is concerned that use
of the GI tuner will not assure compli-
ance with the proposed rules—that tun-
ing error may be greater than +1MHz in
the receiver environment and that the
combination of AFC with a funer ac-
curate to Z=1MHz may not eliminate the
need for routine fine tuning in all cir-
cumstances—and consequently that it
may not be able to certificate receivers as
complying with the rule. These problems
would be overcome if the Commission
were to require use of a tumer accurafe
to +1MHzZ in monochrome receivers and
to require the combination of AFC with
such a tuner in color receivers, without
requiring that routine fine tuning be
eliminated.

(4) The Commission should nof re-
quire the same fine tuning speed for UBR
and VHF tuning. The optimum fine fun-
ing speed for one tuner is not necessarily
(or even likely to be) the same as the
optimum speed for another. The mech-
anics of VHF memory fine tuning, for ex-
ample, require very slow fine tuning (e.z.,
4 kHz per degree of rotation), but the
fine tuning speed for non-memory Vs is
cbout 25 kHz per dezree, and for U’s
ranges from 40-160 kHz per degree. EXA
suggests that the Commission delete the
fine tuning speed requirement or simply
require that it be such that the customer
can easily tune to an accurate sefting.

6. ETA and Mifsubishi take the posi-
tion that the public is satisfied with a
UHTF tuner accurate to £=3MHz and that,
therefore, presumably, there is no point
in requiring use of 2 more accurate
tuner. Mitsublshi expresses skepticism
concerning the ability of tuner manu-
facturers to mass produce (fo maintain
a reasonable yield of) tumers accurate to
+1MHz, It believes a cost increase would
be inevitable. If also opposes the require-
ment that UHF and VHF fine tuning
speeds be the same. It states that VEHF
fine tuning speeds are naw about 30 kBz
per degree, compared to 100-200 kHZ per
degree for UHF.

7. Sylvania expresses basic agreement
with the proposal, except that it opposes
the monochrome fine tuninz speed re-
quirement and shares ETA’s concern re-
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garding adoption of requirements hefore
an adequate supply of tuners is demon-
strably available to meet them. The fig-
ures for tuning speeds it provides are 3
kHz per degreeof rotation for VHF mem-
ory fine tuning and 22 kHz per degree for
the slowest available UHF tuner. It sug-
gests a requirement that UHF tuning
speed not be greater than 30 kHz per
degree,

8. In its reply comments, Zenith sup-
ports the position taken by EIA. It states
that GI has indicated to Zenith that its
improved tuner assures accuracy within

+1MHz only as to the GI tuner, as pro- -

duced, and not as to that tuner mounted
in a receiver. It fears repetition of the
same problems experienced when the
+=3MHz accuracy requirement was first
imposed. It notes that tuner manufac-
turers other than GI have not indicated
plans to produce tuners accurate to
+1MHz and that they would have to re-
design and retool their product to do so.
It states that added costs associated with
the improved 70-position tuner might
cause manufacturers to use 6 and 8-posi-
tion tuners. To keep costs within practi-
cal limits, it suggests a relaxed tolerance
for channels above channel 69 (+2MHzZ
if the requirement for lower channels is
+1MHz). Such a relaxation, it says,
would significantly enhance the techni-
cal and economic feasibility-—and there-
fore the availability—of an 1mproved 70-
position tuner.

9. Tarzian, in its comments, states that
the Commission is moving too fast
toward a reduction in the alignment
error of the 70-position tuner. It suggests
that receiver manufacturers may bhe un-
able to comply and, in that event, would
turn to other “less desirable tuners.” It
considers that the Commission hasno as-
surance that the GI tuner can be mass-
produced to meet the *=1MHz accuracy
specification, or that such a tuner will be

available in sufficient quantity at reason-,

able cost. It thinks that the cost of test-
ing tuners for compliance will add mate-
rially to receiver costs and that the Com-~
mission should obtain data concerning
such costs before adopting o rule. Con-
cerning its own capabilities, Tarzian
states that 27% of current production
meets a limit of == 1IMHz and that 98%
meets a =+ 2MHz limit, -but that 100%
conformance to a *+1MHgz limit cannot
be achieved with its current product, and
that there is no assurance that the
+1MHz limit could be met with a modi-
fied product at reasonable cost. It stresses
that tuner alisnment accuracy alone can-~
not assure that the need for fine tuning
will be eliminated and that other factors
(wear and tear, temperature and voltage
changes, etc.) can alone produce a tun-

ing error in excess of *+1MHz and be- ~

yond the pull-in range of AFC under
worst case circumstances. (The worst
case argument is also made by EIA.)
Tarzian contends that a requirement
should not be imposed until the feasibil-
ity of meeting that requirement has been
established on the receiver production
line.

10. Kaiser expresses disappointment
in the fact that fully comparable UHF
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tuning capability has not yet heen
achieved. It believes the requirement for
eliminating the need for routine fine tun-
ing of color receivers is a relaxation of
the current rule requiring the combina-
tion of AFC with an accurate channel
selection mechanism, and in this respech
stresses the importance of AFC not only
in pulling in but in holding a good color
picture. It urges that the AFC require-
ment be maintained and that the Com-
mission not in the future grant waiver
of the rules or extend their effective date.

11. In response to Kaiser, ETA stresses
that performance standards are prefer-
able to design specifications in that they
allow the manufacturer flexibility in
meeting a stated goal—i.e., by use of AFC
or in other ways producing equally satis-
factory results. It maintains, in addition,
that a bar on waiver or extension of the
rules ignores the practicalities of prod-
uct redesicn and the dependency of
manufacturers on the state of the tuner
art.

12. In its reply comments, GI offers
the following information and sugges-
tions concerning its capabilities, and the
feasibility of the proposed rule:

(1) GI agrees that receiver manufac-
turers should not have to depend on a
single source of complying tuners. It
believes that other tuner manufacturers
would respond to g demand for such tun-
ers created by a requirement for their
use. GI is prepared to assist other tuner
manufacturers in this respect, by licens-
ing them to produce its product and pro-
viding technical assistance.

(2) Concerning its capability to pro-
duce complying tuners in production
quantities, GI notes that its improved
tuner is a modification of an existing
product, of which over a million have
been made to specifications and sold, and
that no receiver manufacturer has been
required to request a waiver from the
Commission due to a failure in either the
quality or quantity of that product. It
notes further that over 100 samples of
the improved tuner have been buil}, us-

. ing over 95% production tooled parts the

remaining parts, representing the modifi-
cation, having been fabricated from tem-
porary tools; and that the tuners were
aligned by production type personnel

using production alignment procedures.

‘Two samples were submitted to each re-
ceiver manufacturer, and in each case a
favorable verbal or written report was re-
ceived confirming the achievement of ==
IMHz accuracy as measured utilizing
procedures prescribed- by the Commis-
sion in Bulletin OCE-30. In addition, a
receiver manufacturer made g statistical
study of 20 samples indicating that =
1MHz accuracy was feasible. Permanent
tools are being made. Pre-production
quantities of the tuner should be avail-
able during the last quarter of 1973, and
production quantities should be available
early in 1974.

(3) Concerning the performance of its
tuner in the receiver environment, GI
discounts the theoretical worst-case error
argument made by ETIA and Sarkes Tar-
zian, noting that testing it has done to
date has indicated a “one to one relation-

ship between tuner accuracy and recelver
performance.” It also discounts BIA's
concern that deactivating AFC and tun-
ing manually may be required to obtain
the optimum picture under special cir-
cumstances, noting that this is also true
of VHF tuning and is in any event &
minor matter. GI nevertheless shares tho
concern of receiver manufacturers over
the certification of receivers to meet tho
+1MHz requirement. In spite of the fact
that tests show that very acourately
aliemed tuners require little or no fine
tuning, the exact performance of & spe-
cific receiver or receiver model using that
tuner cannot be predicted in advance of
tests, and a failure to meet the :=1MHz
requirement would be catastrophio. It
recommends that certification be based
on measurement of the tuner undor
specified conditions relating to recelver
operating conditions.

(4) On the matter of cost, GI hasy
quoted customers a price which adds o
5% to 8% premium—about 30 cents—to
the base price of its present product.

(5) On the question of fine tuning
speeds, GI states that the fine tuning
speeds of currently used VHP tuners are
as follows—VHF memory tuners, 3-b
kHz -per degree; non-memory VHE
tuners, 20-45 kHz per degree—and sug-
gests that & UHF tuner accurate to
+1MHz is properly compared with the
non-memory VHF tuner. I recommends
that the Commission require equal fine
tuning speeds when the UHF tuner is
combined with a non-memory VHI
tuner, and that we settle for UHF fine
tuning speed of 20-40 kHz per degree in
combingtion with a VHF memory tunor,

13. In ifs supplementery comments,
Tarzian states that GI's confidence and
its offer of assistance and licensing to
other tuner manufacturers cannot allay
the industry’s concern about the avail-
ability of tuners and the certifiability of
receivers utilizing those tuners, and that
such concerns cannot be allayed until tho
tuner has been mass produced and tested
in receivers. Tarzian repeats its worst
case argument—that it is possible for
conditions to exist under which a re-
ceiver could not be certificated, even if
the tuner is perfectly aligned. It notes
that tuners used in GI's demonstration
were alisned with =£0.5MHz and eox-
presses no surprise that good results were
demonstrated in recelvers equipped with
those tuners. It suggests that the validity
of the demonstration wotld be enhanced
if tuners aligned to the preclse ==1MHgy
limit had been used. It reasons that tho
5% to 8% cost premium indicated by GI
cannot be for materials and must cover
extra alignment time, that alitnment op-
erators are in short supply, and that new

*operators require extended training, Tar-

zian endorses GY’s suggestion that certi-
fication be based on tuner, rather than
receiver, measurements. Tarzian opposes
GI’s suggested tuning speed requirement,
noting that they appear to be based on
the design of GI tuners, whereas Tarzian
tuners, which do not meet such require=
ments, are nevertheless very satisfactory
in use. Tarzian also opposes Sylvania's

suggestion that fine tuning speed no@
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exceed 30 kKHz per degree. It notes that
UHF and VHF tuner mechanisms are
entirely, different, that fine tuning ac-
curacy depends on factors other than
. speed (e.g., backlash, torque, hand effect,
knob diameter) and that optimum fine
tuning speed varies appreciably among
{funing mechanisms. If recommends that
the choice of fine tuning speed be Ieft
to the manufacturer.

14. The Standard Components com-
ments deéscribe a new tuning system and
ask the Commission to authorize its use.
In this system, VHF and UHF varactor
tuners are coupled to a common detented
channel selection mechanism with a
common knob, and are individually dis-
played. Reset accuracy is sufficient to
eliminate routine fine tuning. In remote
control operation, the tumers are driven
by a single motor. As so described, this
tuning system would comply with the
comparable fuming rules. However, re-
ceiver manufacturers have expressed
concern abouf customer acceptance of
the knob-turning burden associated with
g, unitary 82-position tuner. To overcome
this difficulty, Standard Components pro-
poses to reduce the number of positions
from 82 to 36. This version would tune
and display one VHF channel at each of
the first twelve positions and three or less
UHEF channels at each of the remaining
24 positions. Any of the three UHF chan-
nels at each position could be memory
fine tuned and thereaiter selected with-
out fine tuning. Although three numbers
would be displayed at each position,
Standard Components contends that this
version of its tuner is fully consonant
with the spirif of the all channel receiver
law, in that fewer knob clicks are re-
quired to tume from one available UHF
station to another and that confusing
and costly setup procedures involving use
of channel number inserts are not re-
quired. It notes that motor drives for 70-
position UHF tuners are “virtially non-
existent” and that the need, in.remote
control applications, for a tuning system
such as if proposes is becoming acute. It
requests the Commission to authorize
use of a UHF tuning system which dis-
plays the 70 UHF channel numbers i
groups of three or less, if any one of the
three channéls can be memory fine tuned
to correct frequency, and if reset ac-
curacy is sufficient to ehmmate the need
for routine fine tuning.

15. Discussion. Some of the comments,
we think, display a misunderstanding of
the reasons for Commission regulation
of television tuning and of the nature of
such regulation. The Commission entered
upon the regulation of tuning in 1969 be-
cause assurances of improved UHF tun-~
ing given by the industry following en-
” actment of the all-channel receiver law
in 1962 had not borne fruit and because
we doubted that individual manufac-
turers, who stressed price competition,
would improve UHF tuning if all manu-
facturers were not required to do the
.same. The nature of such regulation has
not been o impose requirements involv-
ing simply the use of equipment which
was already being mass produced and
had been proven in use. It has. instead
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been to stimulate development and pro-
duction of superior equipment not in
common use but believed to be within the
state of the art, by imposing a require-
ment for its use and thereby creating or
expanding the market for such equip-
ment. In short, the requirement is
adopted, the tuner manufacturer re-
sponds by developing the necessary hard-
ware, and the receiver manufacturer is
called upon to use it. We have recognized
that time must be allowed for the de-
velopment and production of new equip-
ment and for its incorporation in re-
ceivers, that effective dates must some-
times be viewed as target dates, and that
compliance must in the end be proven
feasible. To be effective, the requircment

.must be reasonably achievable. Accord-

ingly, we have held out the possibility
that effective dates may be extended,
that requirements may be relaxed, and
that waivers based on the problems faced
by individual firms may be granted, pro-
vided there is a good faith effort to meet
the requirement.

- 16. We are well satisfled with the re-
sults of this regulatory program and
consider Kaiser's disappointment in the
progress to -be without justification. At
the very beginning of this program we
imposed a schedule for achieving com-
pliance, running from July 1, 1971 (10
percent compliance) to July 1, 1974
(100 percent compliance), which is well
on its way to being met. As part of this
program, industry has developed and we
have authorized the use of a 70-position
UHF tuner having a tuning accuracy of
=+3MHz, which provides a separate de-
tented position for each of the 70 UHF
channels. This 70-position tuner was
authorized on représentations by tuner
manufacturers that tuners could be mass
produced to meet the *=3MHz tuning-
accuracy requirement in quantities re-
quired to meet industry demand, with-
out certainty that this could be done
within the time schedule that we had
imposed, and in spite of misgivings ex-
pressed by receiver manufacturers. After
adoption of the rule, tuner and receliver
manufacturers moved with energy and
at considerable expense to meet its re-
quirements. ‘There were nevertheless
problems. For a period, one manufac-
furer was unable to supply a tuner meet-
ing the accuracy requirement in suf-
ficient quantity. Receiver manufacturers
were forced to apply for waiver of the
rules, and the Commission was in effect
obliged to grant such applications, the
alternative being to shut down produc-
tion. In each instance, however, the
waiver request was carefully scrutinized
and the relief granted was the minimum
required to avoid hardship. In addition,
manufacturers were pressed for o full
explanation and were querried as to
steps being taken and the progress ex-
pected in overcoming the difficuities
underlying the walver request. Albeit
after considerable travall, all problems
relating to the quality or quantity of the
=+ 3 MHz 70-position tumer appear to
have been resolved, and the great bulk of
tuners being produced are considerably
more accurate than ==3AfHz. The point
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Is that a reasonable though optimistic
goal was seb and that flexible enforce-
ment eventually led to full compliahce
without undue hardship.

17. We would look for similar resulfs
in the case of the -+ 1 MHz requirement,
though hopefully without resort to the
burdensome waiver process. A stricter
accuracy standard was originzlly im-
posed on November 30, 1971, to take ef-
fect July 1, 19742 The effective date was
subzequently estended to July 1, 1975, it
appearing that prozress had been made
but that tuning equipment required for
compliance would not be avzilable in
time for use in 19743 GI now appears to
hove developed tuning equipment con-
sonant with our objective, and we have
accordingly initiated this proceeding to
conform our requirement to its use. We
reject the proposition, advanced by
some, that reguirements should not be
imposed until the receiver manufacturer
has fron-clad assurance that tuning
equipment meeting those requirements
will be available in desired quantities
from at least two sources. That propesi-
tion is inconsiztent with the entire con-
cept of tuning regulation, as discussed
above, which is to stimulate development
of a superior product necessary to meet
a statutory cbjective. We appreciate the
dezirability of multiple sources of com-~
ponents and would not adopt rules re-
quiring the use of components which
can be furnished only by a single sup-
pler (e.g., where 2 patent holder refuses
to license others to make that product).
It is in the public interest, however, to
establish requirements reflecting an ad-
vance In the state of the art by a single
supplier where other suppliers have
reasonable access to thot advance. We
also reject the proposition submitted
by Ealser, that extensions and waivers
chould be ruled out as a future possibility.
In the absence of abzolute assurance that
arequirement can reasonably be met, the
possibility of modification, extension or
exception must be preserved. Obviously,
no sensible purpose Is served by insisting
on compliance with a requirement which
isnot achlevable.

18. We accept the fact that a receiver
manufacturer should have a working
model now of a tuner to be used in a
receiver to be produced in 1975, to allow
time for necessary modification of the
recelver and for testing and certifica-
tion. We are Informed that in the
case of the modified GI tuner, this
should not pose a problem, since re-
celver manufacturers have for some time
had working models of this modified
funer. We are informed further that the
modified tuner is slightly larger than
tuners currently in use, but not signiﬁ-
cantly so. It would appear thaf in a
Iarge number of receivers, the currenf
tuner can be replaced with the modified
tuner without a redesizn of the receiver.
It would appear therefore that, insofar

3Report and Order in Docket No. 19268,
¥CC T1-11TT, 32 FCC 24 612, 36 FR 23563.

3rfemorandum Opinion and Order In
Docket No. 19268, FCC 72-795, 37 FCC 24 253,
37 FR 19372,
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as receiver manufacturers who are regu-
larly supplied with tuners by GI are
concerned, there is ample time for such
manufacturers to incorporate the modi-
fied GI tuner in their receivers to be pro-
duced in 1975.

19. Manufacturers who depend on
tuners not supplied by GI, however, are
in an entirely different position. So far
as we know, other tuner manufacturers
have not developed & 70-position non-
memory UHF tuner accurate to += IMHz
They cannot therefore supply a working
model to receiver manufacturers. The
receiver manufacturer.cannot design his
receiver to accommodate a non-existent
product, and cannot rely on the availa-
bility of production line quantities for use
in 1975. This being the case, the prudent
receiver manufacturer concerned with
meeting a 1975 requirement would pre-
sumably turn to GI as a supplier, modi~
fying his receiver as necessary to
accommodate the GI product. Potential
second sources would tend to be frozen
out, leaving GI, as the single source, in
a monopoly position. All those involved,
including GI, agree this is not a desir~
able result, an additional adverse factor
being that it is not known whether GI
could meet total industry demand. As
an alternative possibility, the far-sighted
receiver manufacturer, perceiving this
result, could resist the temptation to
switch to GI, the-predictable result in
this instance being a large influx of
waiver requests. While we are prepared
to impose a requirement without cer-
tain knowledge that immediate com-
pliance is possible, we are not prepared
to impose a requirement where every
indication in advance is that it will have
to be waived on a large scale. In view
of these circumstances, we have settled
on a compromise solution, which should
provide incentive for improvement
without fostering monopoly or large scale
waiver requests. The requirement for
July 1, 1975 will be accuracy within
<+ 2MHz of correct frequency. The modi-
fication of § 15.68(d) (3) proposed herein
will go into effect July 1, 1976, with
changes discussed below. Relief be-
yond that date, if required, will be
considered only on individual waiver re-
quests. Tarzian reports that 98 percent
of its present product meets a & 2MHz
requirement now. It should be possible to

bring this up to 100 percent by 1975. .

Since the requirement is achievable
with tuzers now in use, receiver manu-
facturers should not be troubled with
redesign problems in the immediate
future. At the same time, the 1976 date
should allow time for Tarzian and others
to develop a modified product meeting
a =+ 1MHz accuracy standard, especially
if they accept GI's offer of licensing and
technical assistance, and should provide
the necessary incentive for doing so.

20. In respect to GI’s capability to mass
produce g tuner accurate to +=1MHz in a
receiver environment, it has of course to
be acknowledged that we cannot be sure
of such cepability until tuners have been
mass produced and tested in receivers.
We do, however, think that there is a

good prospect for ‘a,chieving such results
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_and sufficient basis for retaining the re-
quirement. We would note in any event
that manufacturers who opt for use of the
=+ 1MHz tuner in meeting the + 2MHz
1975 requirement will develop measure-
ment data for certification and for their
quality control programs which will
disclose with certainty, well before
1976, whether that tuner will meet the
+ 1MHz standard in the receiver. If
the capability does not exist, we will state
once more that it cannot be required,
and that the =+=1MHz standard would
have to be replaced by a feasible re-
quirement. Even if this should prove
necessary, we note, we still have every
reason to believe that use of this tuner
will provide quite satisfactory subjective
results. We prefer this approach to that
of measuring the tuner alone, apart from
the receiver, and assuming compliance by.
a receiver equipped with a complying
tuner. We are not at this time adopting
Zenith’s suggestion of a less strict stand-
ard for channels 70-83, first, because we
are not at all certain deviation from cor-
rect frequency on those channels will be
typically larger for an improved tuner
and, secondly, because we think the
=+1MHz standard can be met on all chan-
nels. We are nof, however, ruling such
an approach out for future considera-
tion, should problems arise and should
that approach appear to offer a solution.

21. In view of the prices being quoted
by GI (a 30 cent or 5~-8% increase), con-
cerns expressed about the cost of an im-~
proved tuner seem not to be justified.
Our understanding is that the additional
tuner cost reflects the cost of the addi-
tional blade, tooling, test equipment and,
as Tarzian suggests, some additional
labor cost for aligning the tuner.
The increased labor costs follow from a
larger number of alignment adjustments
made to closer tolerances. However, the
design of the modified tuner materially
simplifies the alignment process, and not
much more time or skill is required. Prob~
ably some additional alignment person-
nel would require some initial training
and, during the early stages of produc-
tion line work, would not be expected to
produce the same quantity of tuners as
experienced personnel. With a new tuner
and a stricter accuracy standard, we
would agree with Tarzian that manu-
facturers will need to test a larger num-
ber of receivers for compliance, particu-
larly. during the introductory period. It
does not seem to us, however, that
burdens and costs associated with use of
the improved product are in any sense
excessive, and we have no indication that
they are such as to infiluence manufac-
turers to use other tuning systems.

22, Some of the comments express con-
cern about the meaning of the phrase,
“The need for routine fine tuning * * *
is eliminated.” This is, of course, a sub-
jective term, dependent on the demands
of the viewer, and presents problems for
the manufacturer in certifying compli-
ance. To resolve this problem, we have
amplified this provision, by specifying
that the use of tuning equipment meet-
ing given specifications (heretofore men-
tioned only in the Notice of Proposed

Rule Making) and tuning equipment
producing tuning accuracy of the same
order 8s such specified equipment is con-
sidered sufficient to eliminate the need
for routine fine tuning. This approach
should provide the objective standard
needed for certification while preserving
the performance standard (rather than
design specification) characteristics of
the rule. With regard to the word
“routine,” where routine fine tuning is
eliminated by use of AFC, the occasional
need to deactivate AFC and tune manu-
ally, due to characteristics of the broad~
cast signal or other special circums-
stances, does not constitute routine fino
tuning. The occasionsl need to take an
action under speciel circumstances is not
a routine need to take that action.

23. EIA takes the position that we
should not require the use of AFC in
color or monochrome receivers, and the
modified rule, of course, does not specify
the use of AFC as the means of elimi-
nating the need for routine fine tuning.
We would stress, however, that the
change is not designed to accommodate
the manufacture of a lower cost non-
comparable color receiver, but rather is
simply a statement of the rule as a per-
formance requirement. Kalser's belief
that this restatement is & relaxation of
the present rule is mistaken, and its con-
cern that the color picture will drop out
or switch in and out if AFC is not used s
misplaced. The need for routine fine
tuning has not been eliminated if the
receiver does not hold o satisfactory
color picture. What the modifled rule
provides is that means other than AFC,
if and when developed, may be used in
achieving the tuning results now achiov-
able on & nonmemory UHF tuner com-
bining AFC with an accurate channel
selection mechanism. In contending that
we should not regulate the performance
of receivers volunterily equipped with
AFC, EIA seems fo be saying that we
should not concern ourselves with the
accuracy of the channel selection mech«
anism or with the overall tuning per-~
formance. However, we are concerned
about these matters and therefore reject
this EIA proposition.

24, On consideration of the comments
relating to the requirement that URP
and VHEF fine tuning speeds be the samae,
we are persuaded that such o require-
ment is unnecegsary and would be coun-
ter-productive. It has been deleted. The
accuracy of settings obtainable with the
fine tuning controls is dependent on nu-
merous mechanical characteristics of the
fine tuning mechanism, of which speed
is only one, and the optimum trade-off
between speed and precision varies
among tuner types. Whereas speeds on
the order of 200 kHz per degree of rota-
tion mentioned in the comments for
tuners accurate to == 3 MHz would appear
to be excessive for tuners accurate within
<=1 MHz of correct frequency, and speeds
of 40 kHz per degree or lower as sug-
gested by GI and Sylvania, would ap-
pear to be closer to optimum, we think
the better course in this case s to refrain
from imposing a requirement and to
leave the question of fine tuning speed
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to the manufacturer’s judgment. Since
finé tuning speed has little or no bearing
on the cost or size of the tuning equip-
ment, we have every reason to believe
that the manufacturer will select, for a
_given tuner, a tuning speed he considers
_will best meet the needs and preferences
of the viewer.
25. The tuning system developed by
Standard Components (described in
- para. 14, Supra) has many attractive
features. These include one knob chan-
nel selection and fine tuning, memory
tuning, superior reset accuracy, and
adaptability to all-channel remote con-
trol operation. The 82-position version
of this tuning system presents no prob-
lem, but use of the 36-position version
(on which three or less UHF channel
numbers are displayed at each of 24 de-
tented UHF settings) would conflict with
section 15.68(b) (3) of the Rules. The
availability of UHF tuning equipment
suited for remote control operation has
been a problem, and use of the Standard
Components product would clearly re-

solve that problem. The 36-position ver- _

sion of that product is preferred by re-
ceiver manufacturers and would, they
believe, be preferred by their customers.
The question then is whether we should
authorize use of the 36-nosition version
to encourage use -of the product, par-
ticularly in remote control applications.
In seeking an answer to that question,
we contacted Kaiser, the only UHF tele-
vision broadeasting interest to file com-~
ments in this proceeding, and were ad-
vised that they would welcome use of
such a tuner—that the many advantages,
in effect, far outweighed relatively minor
disadvantages associated with access to
three channels and the display of three
channel numbers abt one detent setting.
.'We are in agreement with Kaiser and
Standard Components on this question
and are accordingly amending Section
15.68(b) (3) to accammodate use of the
36-position Standard Components tun-
ing system.

26. Authority for the amendment set
out in the attached Appendix is set out
in section 4@, 303(r) and (s), and 330
of the Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, 47 U.S.C. 154(), 303() and
(s), and 330.

27. In view of the foregoing, if is or-
dered, Effective November 30, 1973, that
Part 15 of the rules and regulations is
amended as set forth below, and that this
proceeding is terminated.

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, Sec.’330,
Sec. 2, 76 Stat., 1066, 1082, 151; 47 U.S.C. 154,
303, 330.)

Adopted Oc_tober 17,1973.
Released October 24, 1973.

FEDERAL, COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,* )
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[sEAL]

& Commissioner Robert E, Lee absent.
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Part 15 of Chapter I of Title 47 of

'the Code of Federal Regulations is

amended to read as follows:
Section 15.68 (b) (3) (d) (3) are revised,
and (d) (4) is added to read as follows:

§15.68 All-channel tclevision broadeast
reception; reccivers manufactured

on or after July 1, 1971.
® L L 3 - -
(b) * & »

(3) Tuning conirols and channel
read-out. UHF tuning controls and chan-
nel read-out on a given recelver shall be
comparable in size, lotation, accessi-
bility and legibility to VHF tuning con-
trols and readout on that recelver. If
any television receiver utilizes continu-
ous UHF tuning for any function (e.g.,
as the basic tuning mode, for presetting
a detent mechanism for repeated access
at discrete tuning positions, or for tun-
ing a channel which cannot be assigmed
a discrete tuning position), that receiver
shall be equipped to display the approx-
imate UHF television channel the tuner
has been positioned to recelve. If any
television receiver is equipped to provide
repeated access to UHF television chan-
nels at discrete tuning positions, the
manufacturer shall provide for the dis-
play of the precise UHF channel selected
or shall provide to the user a means of
identifying the precise channel selected
without the use of tools: Provided, how-
ever, That the 70 UHF channel num-
bers may be displayed in groups of three
or less at each of 24 settings, if

(i) The tuning mechanism uses a
single control to select the VHF and UHEF
channels;

(i) Any one of the three channels
simultaneously displayed can be precisely
tuned to the correct frequency; and

(iii) The reset accuracy (with AFC, if
provided) is sufficient to eliminate the
need for routine fine tuning,

*® L d L] - -

(d) " & #

(3) On or after July 1, 1875, a 70~
position nonmemeory UHF detent tun-
ing system may be used to meet the re-
quirements of this section provided the
channel selection mechanism shall be
capable of positioning the tuner to re-
ceive each UHF channel at its designated
detent position, with maximum devia-
tion from correct frequency on any de-
tent setting not exceeding - 2MHz, when
approached from elther direction of
rotation.

[FR Doc.73-22934 Filed 10-26-73;8;45 am]

[Docket No. 19700; FCC 73-1078])

PART 81—STATIONS ON LAND IN THE
MARITIME SERVICES AND ALASKA-
PUBLIC FIXED STATIONS

Report and Order

In the matter of Amendment of Part
81 of the Commission’s rules to provide
for the use of maritime mobile repeater
stations in the State of Alaska,

-
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1. A notice of proposed rulemaking in
the above-captioned matter was released
on March 12, 1973, and was published
in the FeperaL REGISTER on March 20,
1973 (38 FR 7342). The dates for filing
comments and reply comments have
passed. )

2., Comments were filed by the Central
Committee on Communication Facilities
of the American Pefroleum Institute
(API), RadioCall, Inc. (RADIOCALL),
and Service Electric Co., Inc. (SECO).
Informal comments were filed by RCA
Alaska Communications, Inc. (RCA).

3. APX comments, on the basis of many
years of experience in the operation of
mobile repeater installation in the land
mobile service, that in order to avoid
unintended activation of the relay trans-
mitter by other signals, a system of “tone
coding” should be employed. At the same
time, API recognizes that the use of tone
coding would require the retrofitting of
vessels already equipped with VHF and
that to do so would probably be imprac-
tical, since the proposed use of maritime
moblle repeaters is an Interim arrange-
ment pending availability of adequate
VHF facilities in Alaska. The Commis~
ston agrees with both points, thatis, that
o system of tone coding would be pre- -
ferred and that the retrofitting of cur--
rently fitted vessels would be impractical.

4, Since tone coding for repeater ac-
tivation appears impractical, API ex-~
presses the view that the geographic
spacing between repeaters should be ade-
quate to assure that a vessel does not
activate more than one repeater at a
time. In that regard, API mentions limif-
ing to one the number of repeaters which
may be installed in each Alaska Zone,
with additional provision for the grant-
ing of waivers for other repeaters at
location(s) where it is shown that these
additional repeaters would not be ac-
Hivated by signalt intended for an ex-
jsting repeater. We agree that only one
repeater should be activated at a time,
and this was the underlying reason for
including paragraph (e) in propesed
§ 81.330. This paragraph requires the
plotting of contours at the +17 dBu
distance. Additionally, it requires at and
beyond the -+17 dBu contour, the pro-
vision of a 12 dB ratio of desired to
undesired sicnal strength from any other
station. The combined requirements of
85 81.802(c) and 81.811 should provide,
under normal conditions, a separation
distance between maritime mobile re-
peaters such that only one repeater will
be activated at a time. Nonetheless, we
feel there is merit to APY’s view, since
reflections from elevated terrain, tem-
perature inversions, ete., can be normal
for a given location and can result in
the undesired but simultaneous activa-
tion of two or more repeaters by a ship
station. While exceptional circumstances
of this type should be avoided, we feel
it would be improger to impose upon
users at all locations an excess of pre-
cautions against simultaneous activa-
tion of two or more repeaters, when such
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precautions are actually required at only
one or g few locations. Accordingly, as
set forth in the attached Appendix, par~
agraph (e) of §81.330 is amended to
cover the cases of an exceptional nature.

5. API introduces the matter of Com-
mission consideration of the desirability
of increasing the number of frequency
pairs in Alaska which would be available
for use by maritime mobile repeater
staitons. On the besis of information
currently available, no adequate basis ex-
ists to conclude that more than one
frequency pair is required. Further, con-
sidering the limited number of frequency
pairs which are available to the mari-
time services, we have grave doubts that
it would be appropriate to give en-
couragement, even for the interim period
here involved, to the use of more than
one frequency bpair for this type of
repeater. Finally, on a continuing or long
term hasis, it is our view that if remotely
controlled repeaters are to be employed,-
the remote control function should be
effected on operational fixed frequencies.
Accordingly, we are not in this proceed-
ing making available more .than one
frequency pair for maritime mobile
repeater stations in Alaska.

6. API recommends that access to
maritime mobile repeater stations *“also
be made available to (VHF) limited
. coast Class III-B applicants in those
areas where the Commission has re-
celved no application from an applicant
proposing to furnish a common carrier
service.” Under the conditions set forth
by API, we believe such an arrangement
would offer additional encouragement to-
implement VHF in Alaska and it is,
therefore, being adopted as set forth in
the attached Appendix.

7. AP further recommends that
“where the facility is to be authorized as
a limited coast Class III-B station, the
Commission should include provisions in
its rules to permit the station to be
licensed for shared use through a co-
operative association or corporation, or
otherwise provide for the multiple li-
censing of the station so that it may be
used by all requiring such service.” With
regard to this recommendation, it goes
substantially beyond the current provi-
sions regarding cooperative use of facili-
ties set forth in § 81.352. We concur that
a maritime mobile repeater station
should provide intercommunication be-
tween vessels of the same or different

RULES AND REGULATIONS

companies, however, we see no provision
in the current rules which would prohibit
such intercommunication. We concur,
also, that a maritime mobile repeater
could be used by niultiple public coast
Class II-B stations, for public corre-
_spondence, or by multiple limifed coast
Class III-B stations, for non-public cor-

respondence, however, we are not per--

suaded that it is timely or that sufficient
information is gvailable to amend § 81.-
352. Further, since we intend to examine
each such arrangement for cooperative
use of a facility on a case-by-case basis,
this recommendation of API is not being
adopted.

8. The comments of RCA are d1rected
to paragraph (¢) of proposed § 81.330.
The proposed wording requires the appli-
cant to “include a full and complete
statement showing why the operational
fixed frequencies set forth in Subpart P
cannot be employed.” RCA requests this
paragraph be amended to require the ap-
plicant to “include a full and complete
statement showing why the applicant has
not applied for operational fixed fre-
quencies set forth in Subpart P.” It is
apparent that if paragraph (c)* were to
be amended as requested by RCA that
any simpe statement would satisfy the
requirements of that paragraph and that
little, if any, information useful to the
Commission would be obtained. On the
other hand, we feel that the section as
proposed Would cause the gpplicant to
_give mature consideration to the use of
the operational fixed frequencies, before
submitting an application for a maritime
"mobile repeater station. Accordingly, as
set forth in the attached Appendix, we
are adopting paragraph (d) without
change.

9. SECO expresses the view that while
there may be a few uses for the relay of
ship to shore communications, the ma-

jority requirement for maritime mobile.

repeater stations in Alaska is for the re-
lay of ship to ship communications. In
that regard, SECO raises the question of
use which would or could be made of the
maritime mobile repeater station de-
scribed in the notice of proposed rule-
making. In-an effort to more clearly illus-
trate the intended uses, we have pre-
pared the following table or flow chart:

1'The reference paragraph “(c)” is changed
to paragraph (d) in the attached appendix.

Ship (MHdz) - MMaritime mobile repeater (AMHz) Ship or coast (MH?z)
s 157.275 >Recelve: 157.275
Transmit: 167.276 Tragsmit: 161,875 : > o> Receive: 161.875

Recelve: 157.275¢
Transmit: 161.875

Reccive: 101.875¢~

Transmit: 157.275

. In looking at this table, it is clear thatb

the relayed transmjssions from the re-
peater (on 161.875 MHz) can be received
by either a ship station or by a coast sta-~
tion, Similarly, it is clear that an incom-~
ing transmission (on 156.275 MHz) to the
repeater will be retransmitted on 161.875
MHz. On this basis, one ship would be
able to communicate with another ship,

or with a concerned coast station. With
.regard to avoiding interruption of com-
munication in progress befween two ves-
sels, it will be possible to avoid such in-
terruptxon by monitoring 161.875 MHz. If
an exchange of communications is ob-
served as being in progress, the second
user should wait until those communica-
tions have been completed before initiat-

.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 38, NO. 207—MONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1973

ing ‘his call to another ship or coast
station.

10. In their comments RADIOCALL
requested that the Commission provide
for the use of maritime mobile repenter
stations in the state of Hawail, In sup-
port thereof, RADIOCALL states that all
of the reasons for establishing maritime
mobile repeater stations in Alaske are
equally applicable to the state of Hawall,
RADIOCALIL requests, therefore, that
“provision for use of these repeater sta-
tions in Hawail be included in the instant
proceeding, or, alternatively, that the
Commission “issue 8 Further Notice of
Proposed Rule Making for that purpose
so that the amendment of Part 81 mak-
ing the service available in both the state
of Alaska and the state of Hawail may be
adopted simultaneously.”

11, On the basis of the limited infor-
mation included in the comments of
RADIOCALL, we are uniable to determine
that the degree of need in Hawail is the
same as or is similar to that in Aloska;
or if it would be in the public interest
to permit the use in Hawail of moritime

-mobile frequencies on an interim basis
for this type of operation. There are, of
courseé, substantial differences between
conditions in Alaska and those in Hawail.
We are not, therefore, including Hawait
in the instant proceeding or issuing o
Further Notice of Proposed Rule Maoking
to include Hawail, as requested by
RADIOCALL. This leaves open to
RADIOCALL and others the alternative
to file o petition to amend the rules to
permit the use of maritime moblile re-
peater stations in Howall. We would ex-
pect such petition to include sufficient
information to permit us to make an in-
formed decision with regard to why re-
peater facilities are required, why the
relay cannot be supplied on operational
fixed frequencies under the existing
rules, how it is proposed that such re-
peater facilities would be operated, etc.

12. In view of the foregoing, it is
ordered, That pursuent to the asuthority
contained in Sections 4(1) and 303(b),
(¢), () and (r) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, Part 81 of the
Commlission’s rules, is amended, effective
November 30, 1973, as set forth below.
It is further ordered, That this proceed-
ing is terminated.

(Secs 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 10606, 1083;
47 U.S.C. 154, 303.)

. Adopted October 17, 1973.
Released October 24, 1973.

B
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,?
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

Part 81 of Chopter I of Title 47 of the
Code of Federal Regulations is amended
asTollows:

1. In §81.3, & new paragraph (t) i
added toread as follows: !

[sEAL]

2 Commissioner Robert B. Lee absent.
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§ 81.3 Maritime mobile service.
E 3 * . £ 3 * *

(t) Maritime mobile repeater station.
A land station at a fixed location estab-
lished for the automatic retransmission
of signals emanating from maritime
coast and mobile stations in order to ex-
tend the range of communication of both
ship and coast stations.

2. A new § 81.330 is added to Subpart
Itoreadasfollows:

§81.330 Maritime mobile repca!er sta-
" tions in Alaska.

(a) Maritime mobile repeatér stations
will be licensed, primarily, in connection
with public coast III-B stations (VHF)
to extend the.range of communication
between the public coast station located
in Alaska and ship stations.

(b) On a secondary basis, maritime
mobile repeater stations may be author-
ized to the licensee of a limited coast
IIT-B station:

(1) In those areas where VHF com-
mon carrier service is not available;

(2) Inan area wherean application to
provide VHE common carrier service has
not been received; and

(3) Any authorization to operate a
maritime mobile repeater station shall
automatically expire 60 days after in-
auguration of service by a Class IIT-B
public coast station in the area involved.

(¢) An authorization for a maritime
mobile repeater station may be granted
to a_ licensee of Class III-B public or
limited coast station in Alaska and only
during the interim period prior to the
development of an adequate VHF public
coast sfation service in any particular
area of Alaska. The existence of a mari-
time mobile repeater station in an area
shall not preclude consideration of the
establishment of a VHEF public coast
station in that area.

(d) Each gpplication for a maritime
mobile repeater station shall include &
full and complete statement showing
why the operational fixed frequencies
set forth in Subpart P of this part can-
not be employed.

(e) The standard technical require-
ments set forth in Subpart E shall be
also applicable to & maritime mobile re-
peater station. The provisions relating
to duplication of service set forth in Sec-
tion 81.303 shall be also applicable to
maritime mobile repeater stations. The
Commission will prescribe additional
technical measures to be applied at any
location where terram, environment, or
other conditions result in the simultane-
ous activation by a ship station of two or
more maritime mobile repeater stations.

(f) The follawing frequencies may be
authorized for use by a maritime mobile
repeater station in Alaska:

Receive: 157275 MHz

* Transmit: 161.875 MHz

"(g) The rules applicable to public
coast III-B stations requiring capability
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to transmit and to recelve on 156.800
MHz [81.104(b) (2), 81.104(c)(2) and
81.191(c) (2)1 are not applicable to the
maritime mobile repeater stations in
Alaska,

(h) A public or limited coast II-B
station, the licensee of which has been
authorized to use a maritime mobile re-
peater station, may be authorized to
transmit on the frequency 157.275 MHz
and to receive on 161.875 MHz, In an area
where a maritime mobile repeater sta-
tion is authorized, the frequencies 157.
275 and 161.875 MHz (Channel 85) are
not available for assicnment to Class
IIT-B public coast stations.

(1) Each maritime mobile repeater
stat;ion shall be 50 designed and installed

ha -

(1) The transmitter is deactivated
automatically within 5 seconds after the
signals controlling the station cease; and

(2) During periods when it is not con-
trolled from & manned fixed control
point, it shall be provided with an auto-
matic time delay or clock device that will
deactivate the station not more than 20
mirzutes after its activation by & mobile
unit. .

[FR Doc.73~-22933 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

Title 50—Wildlife and Fisheries

CHAPTER I—BUREAU OF SPORT FISH-
ERIES AND WILDLIFE, FISH AND WILD-
LIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF THE
INTERIOR

SUBCHAPTER B—TAKING, POSSBS!ON,
TRANSPORTATION, SALE, PURCHASE, BAR-
TER, EXPORTATION, AND IHPORTATION QF
WILDLIFE

PART 20—MIGRATORY BIRD HUNTING

Open Seasons, Bag Limits, and Possession
of Certain Migratory Game Birds

Correctlion
In FR Doc. 73-22033, appearing on
page 28681 in the Issue of Tuesday, Oc-
tober 16, 1973, the section designation
“$ 10.105” should read “§ 20.105".

PART 28—PUBLIC ACCESS, USE, AND
RECREATION

Maoosehorn National Wildlife Refuge, Malne

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective during the period
December 1, 1973, through April 15, 1974.
§28.7 Special regulations; operation of

vehicles.
Mame
ATOOSEHORN NATIONAL WILDLIFE REFPUGE

The use of snowmoblles is permitted on
the Baring and Edmunds Units subject to
the following special conditions:

(1) Use Is restricted to the period De-
cember 1, 1973, through April 15, 1974.

(2) Useshall be in accordance with all
applicable State laws and regulations
governing snowmobliles,

-
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(3) Use is limited to designated roads
delineated on maps available at refuge
headqueorters or from the Regional Di-
rector, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife, John W, McCormack Post Office
and Courthouse, Boston, Massachusetts
02109.

‘The provisions of this special rezula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern recreation on wildlife refuse areas
generally, which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 28, and
are effective during the period specified

herein,
TWiLrarp M. SpauLpnie, Jr.,
Acting Regional Director, Bu-
reaw of Sport Fisheries and
Wildlife.
OcrtoBER 17, 1973,
[FR D02.73-22576 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am}

PART 32—HUNTING

J. Clark Salyer National Wildlife Refuge,
North Dakota

The following special regulation is is-
sued and is effective Oct. 29, 1973.

§32.32 Special regulations; upland
game; for individual wildlife refuge
arcas.

NortE Dirora

J. CLARE SALYER NATIONAL WILDLIFE ’
REFUGE

Public hunting of gray partridge,
sharptailed grouse and pheasant on the
J. Clark Salyer National Wildlife Refuge,
North Dakota, is permitted from sunrise
to sunset November 19, 1873, through
December 9, 1973, only on the area des-
Ignated by signs as open to hunting. This
open area, comprising 58,400 acres of the
total refuge area is delineated on a map
avallable at the refuge headquarters,
Upham, Northh Dakota 58789, and from
the office of the Area Manager, Bureau
of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife, P.O. Box
1897, Bismark, North Dakota 58501.
Hunting shall be in accordance with all
applicable State regulations covering the
hunting of gray partridge, sharptailed
grouse and pheasant subject to the fol-
lowing special condition: -

(1) All hunters must exbibit their
hunting Ucense, game and vehicle con-
tents to Federal and State officers upon
request.

The provisions of thls special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern hunting on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 32,
and are effective through Decemher 9,
1973.

ot RoeerT C. FIELDS,
Refuge Manager, J. Clark Sal-

yver N. W. Refuge, Upham,

North Dakala.

OcroBER 12, 1973,
[PR D0¢.73-22872 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]
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Proposed Rules

This sectfon of.the. FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed Issuance of rules and regulations. Tho purpose of
these notices is to give interested pérsons an opportunity to participate in the rulemaking prior to the adoption of the final rules.

7

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
[8CFRPart223a]

LAWFUL PRESENCE OF REFUGEES
Notice of Proposed Rule Making

Pursuant to section 553 of Title 5 of
the United States Code (80 Stat. 383),
notice is hereby given of the proposed
amendment of § 223a.3 pertaining to the
issuance of travel documents to refugees.

In implementation of Article 28 of the
United Nations Convention of July 28,
1951, and the Protocol Relating to the
Status of Refugees, 8 CFR Part 223a was
published in the FepeERAL REGISTER. On
March 30, 1973 (38 FR 8237), effective
August 1, 1973 (38 FR 14261). Section
223a.3 provides that, in the absence of

* specified conditions, a refugee travel
document shall be issued to a refugee
whose presence in the United States is
lawful. The purpose of the proposed rule
is to define more accurately the term
lawful presence within the intent of Ar-
ticle 28 of the Convention Relating to the
Status of Refugees. The proposed amend-
ment makes it clear that lawful presence
in the United States within the mean-
ing of §223a.3 does not include brief
presence as a transit or crewman, or any
other presence so brief as not to imply
residence even of a temporary nature.
The proposed amendment is in accord
with the views expréssed by the United
Nations High Commissioner for Refugees
relative to the construction of the words
“lawfully staying” as used in Article 28
of the United Nations Convention of
1951.

In accordance with section 553 of Title
5 of the United States Code (30 Stat.
383), interested persons may submit to
the Acting Commissioner of Immigration
and Naturalization, Room 757, 119 D
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20536, writ-
ten data, views, or arguments, in dupli-
cate, with respect to the proposed rule.
Such representations may not be pre-
sented orally in any manner. All relevant
material received by November 20, 1973,
will be considered. - -

In §223a.3, the second sentence is
amended to read as follows:

§ 223a.3 Eligibility.

= & = A refugee travel document shall
be issued to a refugee whose presence in
the United States is lawful unless com-
pelling reasons of national security or
public order otherwise require; lawful
presence, as used herein, does not in-
clude brief presence as a transit or crew-
man, or any other presence so brief as

~ ~

not to signify residence even of a tem-
porary nature, * * *

(Sec. 103, 66 Stat. 173; 8 U.S.C. 1103)
Dated: October 23, 1973.
JAMES F'. GREENE,

Acting Commissioner,
Immigration and Naturalization.

[FR Doc.73-22907 Filed 10-26-73;8:456 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
Federal Aviation Administration
[14CFRPart71]
[Airspace Docket No. 73-EA-89]
CONTROL ZONE
Proposed Alteration
The Federal Aviation Administration is

- considering amending § 71.171 of Part 71

of the Federal Aviation Regulations so as
to alter the Jamestown, N.Y., Control
Zone (33 FR 389).

Allegheny Airlines, which monitors and
provides weather information and oper-
ates air carrier service at Chautauqus
County Airport, Jamestown, New York,
will extend its hours of operation to cover
the period 0700-2130 daily. Thus a change
in the designation of the control zone will
be required.

Inferested parties may submit such
written data or views as they may desire.
Communications should be submitted in
triplicate to the Director, Eastern Region,
Attn: Chief, Air Traffic Division, Depart-
ment of Transportation, Federal Aviation
Administration, Federal Building, John-
F. Kennedy International Airport, Ja-
maica, New York 11430. All communica-
tions received on or before November 19,
1973, will be considered before action is
takeneon the proposed amendment. No
hearing is contemplated at this time, but
arrangements may be made for informal
conferences with Federal Aviaton Ad-
ministration officials by contacting the
Chief, Airspace and Procedures Branch,
Eastern Region.

Any data or views presented during
such conferences must also be submitted
in writing in accordance with this notice
in order to become part of the record for
consideration. The proposal contained in
this notice may be changed in the light of
comments received.

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested parties at the
Office of Regional Counsel, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, Federal Building,
John F. Kennedy International Airport,
Jamaica, New York.

1}

The Federal Aviation Administration,
having completed a review of the alr-
space requirements for the terminal aren
of Jamestown, New York, proposes the
airspace action hereinafter set forth

1. Amend § 71.171 of Part 71, Federal
Aviation Regulations so as to alter the
description of the Jamestown, N.Y..Con~
trol Zone by deleting the last sentence
and by substituting the following in lieu
thereof: “This Control Zone shall be in
effect from 0700 to 2130 hours, local time,
daily.”.

This amendment is proposed under
section 307(a) of the Federal Avintion
Act of 1958 (72 Stat, 749; 40 U.S.C. 1348)
and section 6(¢c) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(¢) ).

19%sued in Jamaica, N.X., on October 4,

RoserT H, STANTON,
Director, Eastern Region,

[FR Doc.73-22881 Filed 10-26-173;8:46 am]

[l14CFRPart717"
[Alrspace Docket No. '13-S0-65]
TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate the Centre, Ala., transi~
tion area.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in friplicate to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Southern Re«
gion, Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636,
Atlanta, Ga. 30320. All communications
received on or before November 28, 1073,
will be considered before action is talken
on the proposed amendment. No hearing
is contemplated gt this time, but arrange«
ments for informal conferences with
Federal Aviation Administration officials
may be made by contacting the Chief,
Airspace and Procedures Branch. Any
data, views or arguments presented dur-
ing such conference must also be sub-
mitted in writing in accordance with this
notice in order to become part of the
record for consideration, The proposal
contained in this notice may be changed
in light of comments received.

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, South- .
ern Region, Room 770, 3400 Whipple
Street, East Point, Ga.
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The Centre transition area would be

designated as:
That airspace extending upward from 700,
feet above the surface within a 6.5-mile
radius of Centre Municipal Airport (Latitude
34°09°40"* N., Longitude 85°38'05'° W.).

The proposed designation is required
to provide controlled airspace protection
- for IFR operations at Centre Municipal
Airport. A prescribed instrument ap-
proach procedure to this airport, utilizing
the Rome, Ga., VORTAC, is proposed in
'conjunction with the designation of this
transition area.

This amendment is proposed under the
authortiy of sec. 307(a) of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348(a))
and of sec. 6(c) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).

Issned in East Point, Ga., on Octo-
ber 11, 1973.
. - Py M. SWATIR,
Director, Southern Region.

- [FR Doc.73-22898 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[14CFRPart71]
[Airspace Docket No. 73-CE-28]
TRANSITION AREA
Proposed Designation

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 71 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations so as to

designate a transition area at Clarinda,

Towa.

_Interested persons may partxclpate in
the proposed rulemaking by submitting
such written data, views, or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should be submitted in triplicate to the
Director,
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia~
tion Administration, Federal Building,
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mo.
64106. All communications received on or
before November 28, 1973, will be con-
sidered before action is taken on the pro-
posed amendment. No public hearing is
contemplated at this time, but arrange-
ments for informal conferences with Fed-
eral Aviation Administration officials may
-be made by contacting the Regional Air
Traffic Division Chief.

Any data, views, or arguments pre-
-sented during such conferences must also
be submitted in writing in accordance
with this notice in order to become part
of the record for consideration. The pro-
posal contained in this notice may be
changed in the light of comments
received. ’

A public docket will be available for
examination by interested persons in the
Office of the Regional Counsel, Federal
Aviation Administration, Federal Build-
ing, 601 East 12th Street, Kansas City,
Mo. 64106.

A new public use instrument approach
procedure is being developed for the
Clarinda Municipal Airport, Clarinda,
Towa. Consequently, it is necessary to
provide controlled airspace protection for
aircraft executing this new approach
procedure by designating a transition
area a.t Clannda Towa.

Central Region, Attention: .

PROPOSED RULES

In consideration of the foregolng, the
Federal Aviation Administration pro-
poses to amend Part 71 of the Federal
'f_kvital.ltion Regulations as hereinafter set

orth:

In §71.181 (38 FR 435), the following
transition area Is added:

CLARINDA, JOWA

Theat alrspace extending upward from 700
feet above the surfoce within a 5-mile radiug
of the Clarinda AMunicipal Afrport (latitude
40°43'30*' N., longitude 95°01‘31** W.); and
within 3 miles each side of the 169° bearing
from the Clarinda Municipal Alrport, extend-
ing from the S-mile radius to 8 miles couth~
east of the alrport; and that alrspace ex-
tending upward from 1,200 feet above the
surface within 414 miles west and 914 miles
east of the 169° and 349° bearings from the
Clarinds Municipal Alrport extending from
6 miles north of the atrport to 1814 miles
south of the alrport.

This amendment is proposed under the
authority of sec. 307(a) of the Federal
Aviagtion Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1348),
and of sec. 6(c) of the Department of
Transportation Act (49 US.C. 1655(c)).

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
October 4, 1973.

JoHr R, WALLS,
Acling Director,
Central Region,

[FR Doc.73-22018 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

National Highway Traffic Safety
Administration

[49 CFR Part555 ]
[Docket No. 73-30; Notice 3}

TEMPORARY EXEMPTION FROM MOTOR
VEHICLE SAFETY STANDARDS

Required Data and Procedures for
Processing Petitions

This notice proposes amendments to
the regulations for Temporary Exemp-
tion from Motor Vehicle Safety Stand-
ards, 49 CFR Part 555, to speclfy that
the NHTSA will notify petitioners di-
rectly when their petitions are found
notf to contain required information, and
that income statements must be in-
cluded in support of hardship petitions.

The regulations concerning temporary
exemptions specify detalled financial,
engineering, and historical information
that the petitions must contain. These
requirements were carefully derived from
the enabling legislation (Pub. L. 92-548,
86 Stat. 1159) and from public com-
ments received in response to the pro-
posed regulations. This agency considers
them to be mandatory, and fully in ac-
cordance with the intent of Congress in
enacting the exemption authority.

Section 555.7 of the regulations pro-
vides that the NHTSA publishes a notice
of each petition in the FeperAL REGISTER
and affords an opportunity to comment.
Several petitions have been received,
however, that on their face have not con-
tained all the information required by
the regulations. No valid purpose is
served by notice and comment regarding
petitions that are clearly insufficient. In
the interest of fairness to the petitioners
and efficiency of administration, there-
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fore, it appears desirable to provide that
this agency should notify the petitioners
directly when petitions are found not to
contain required information. Petifion-
ers will thereby be given the opportunity
to supplement their petitions with in-
grmation needed for further considera-
on.

The regulations cwrrently require that
those petitioning on grounds of substan-
tial economic hardship include corporate
balance sheets for the three fiscal years
preceding the application and a pro-
jected balance sheet for the fiscal year
subsequent to any denial. The NHTSA is
proposing that income statements be
submitted as well, as they may provide
a better plcture of the financial strength
of a small company.

Accordingly, it is proposed that 49 CFR
Part 555 be amended as follows:

1. Section 555.6(2) (1) dv) and (V)
would be revised to read:

§ 555.6 Basis for petition.

(@) » » *

(1) * &

» (iv) Corporate balance sheets and in-
come statements for the three fiscal
years immediately preceding the filing of
the application;

(v) Projected balance sheet and in-
come statement for the fiscal year fol-
lowing a denial of the petition; and

- »

- - =

2. Paragraph 555.7(a) would be

amended to read:
§ 555.7 Processing of petitions.

(a) The NHTSA publishes in the Fep-
ERAL REGISTER, affording opportunity for
comment, a notice of each petition con-
taining the information required by this
part. However, if the NHTSA finds that
a petition does not contain the informa-
tion required by this part, it so informs
the petitioner, pointingz out the areas of
insufficiency and stating that the petition
will not receive further consideration
until the required information is
submitted.

L » » - >

Interested persons are invited to sub-~
mit comments on the proposal. Com-
ments should refer to the docket num-
ber and be submitted to: Docket Section,
National Highway Traffic Safety Admin-
istration, Room 5221, 400 Seventh
Street SW., Washington, D.C. 20590. It
is requested but not required that 10
coples be submitted.

All.comments received before the close
of business on the comment closing date
indicated below will be considered, and
will be available for examination in the
docket at the above address both before
and after that date. To the extent possi-
ble, comments filed after the closing date
will also be considered. However, the
rulemaking action may proceed at any
time after that date, and comments re-
celved after the closing date and too late
for conslderation in regard to the action
will be treated as suggestions for future
rulemaking. The agency will continue to
file relevant material, as it becomes
available in the docket after the closing
date, and it is recommended that inter-
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ested persons continue to examine the
docket for new material.

Comment closing date: December 13,
1973. .

Proposed effective date: Date of publi~
cation of final rule. .
(Sec, 3, Pub. L. 92-548, 86/ Stat. 1159, 15
U.8.C. 1410; sec. 119, Pub. L. 89-563, 80 Stat.

718, 156 T.S.C. 1407; delegations of authority
at 49 CFR 1.51 and 49 CFR 501.8.)

Issued on October 24, 1973.

Erwoop T. DRIVER,
Acting Associate Administrator, -
. Motor Vehicle Programs.

[FR Doc.73-22805 Filed 10-26-73;B8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[40 CFRPart413 ]

ELECTROPLATING POINT SOURCE
CATEGORY

Effluent Limitations Guidelines, Standards
of Performance, Pretreatment Stand-
ards; Extension of Comment Period

There was published in the FEpERAL
RecisTer of October 5, 1973 (38 FR
27694-27699) a motice of proposed rule-
making concerning effluent limitations
guidelines and standards of performance
and pretreatment standards for the elec-
troplating category of point sources
under sections 301, 304(b), 306(b), and
307(c) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended (33 T.S.C. 1251
et seq.). The due date for comments
provided for in the motice was Novem-
ber 1, 19%73. In order to provide a com-
ment period of 30 days from publication

of the notice of proposed rulemaking in -

the Feperal. REGISTER, the «due date for
comment should have been listed as No-
vember 5, 1973, ThereTore, the date for
submission of comments is hereby ex-
tended to and including November 5,
1973. .

Dated October 24, 1973.
RoBERT L. Sanson,

Assistant Administrator for
Airand Water Programs.

{FR Doc.73-22808 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION
' 47 CFR Parts 2,81, 83,91 ]
[Docket No. 19865]
ON-BOARD COMMUNICATIONS IN. THE

INDUSTRIAL AND MARITIME MOBILE
SERVICES

Extension:of Time forComments

Inthe matter of Amendments of Parts
2, 81, 83, and 91, to provide frequencies,
standards and procedures for on-board
communications in the Indusirial and
‘Maritime Mobile Services.

1. The Ceniral Commitiee on. Com-
munication Facilities of the American
Petroleum Institute Thereinafter referred
to as the “Central 'Commm;ge”) Tequests
an -extension of time until October 26,
1973, within which fo file comments in

~
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PROPOSED RULES

the above-entitled proceeding, and an
extension of time until November 6, 1973,
within which to file reply comments.
. 2. In support of its Motion for Exten-
slon of Time, Central Committee indi-
cates that its members represent over
Torty of the leading oil and natural gas
companies in the United States, and that
it is supported and- sustained by more
$han four hundred petroleum industry
Tadio users. Central Committee further
asserts that, while the vast majority of
Tulemaking comments can be devel-
oped through the exchange of corre-
spondence within the Committee itself,
the nature of the technical questions
raised in the current phase of this rule-
making proceeding make it desirable that
Cenfral Committee’s Marine Group dis-
cuss and fully explore these matters at a
meeting previously scheduled for Oc-
tober 15, 1973. In its further notice of
proposed rulemaking released on Sep-
tember 6, 1973 (38 FR 25196), the Com-
mission had set the time for filing com-~
ments and reply comments herein on
-October 12, 1973, and October 23, 1973,
respectively.
3. The Commission considers the fore-
going averments by Central Committee
- to constitute a showing of good -cause
for grant of its Motion for Extension of
Time. Since the grant of this Motion will
afford all interested persons, including
Central Committee, additional time nec-
essary to prepare responsive and mean-

ingful comments and will not materially-

affect the interests of other known par-
ties, Central Committee’s Motion will be
granted. ’ :
4. Accordingly, it is ordered, pursuan
to section 5(d) of the Communications
Act of 1934, as amended, and § 0.331(b)
(4) of the Commission’s rules, that the
above-described request filed by the
Central Committee is granted. The time
within which {0 file comments in the
‘gbove-entitled proceeding is extended
until ‘October 26, 1973, and the time
~within which to file reply comments is
extended until November 6, 1973.

.Adopted: October 17, 1973.
Released: October 18, 1973.

[SEAL] CHARLES A. HIGeINBOTHAM,
Acting Chief, Safety and Special
Radio Services Bureait.
¥R Doc.73-22932 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

-

[ 47 CFR Part15]
IDocket No. 19846; FCC 73-1075]

" BIOMEDICAL RADIO TELEMETERING
’ 'SYSTEMS

; Notice of Proposéd Rule Making

In the matter of amendment of Part
.15 -of the Commission’s rules and regula-
.tions {o permit Biomedica]l Radio Tele-
metering in the Band 38-41 MHz.

1. 'On March 28,1972, 3 petition (RM
1945) was filed by Cardiac 'Electronics,
Inc. (Cardiac) requesting amendment
of Part 15 of the Commission’s Rules and

-Regulations to permit the use :of low-
power blomedical telemetering systems

in the frequency band 40-42 MHz. Peti-
tioner states that its proposed system
cannot operate satisfactorily in tho
higher VHF bands recently provided for
low-power biomedical telemetering in
Docket No. 192312

2. The unique feature of the Cardlac
system is a low-cost disposable low-power
transmitter small enough to be taped
directly to a patient’s body. This capo«-
bility, according to Cardiac, provides
£ereater comfort and convenlence to tho
patient as well as considerably lower
costs. Other systems, Cardlac says, ren-
erally utilize larger, more powerful
transmitters with sufficient range for
use by ambulatory patients. Cardinc's
unit, on the other hand, is very limited in®*
power (producing a fleld of less than 10
uvV/m vt 50 feet) and intended for use
only in cases involving heart patients
who are either bedridden or xestricted to
a very small area. The intended effective
range of the transmitter is 10 to 15 feot.

3. According to Cardiac, its objectives
of cost and size for the proposed unit
could net be achieved if the transmitter
were required to operate in the higher
VHEF range (174 to 216 MHz), Oscillator

instability at that order of frequency, it
says, would necessitate the use of crystal
controlled transmitters resulting in pro-
hibitive increases in circuit complexity,
battery drain, size and cost. ’

4. Petitioner claims to have tested the
heart monitoring system in several cities
and found the requested band to be no-
ceptably free of interference, At 200 kHz

per channel, the 40-42 MHzZ band would -

provide up to 10 channels, allowing sov-
‘eral simultaneous monitoring operations
within fhe same hospital and providing
‘a certain degree of flexibility in selecting
channels to avoid local sources of inter-
ference that may exist in the band. The
proposed band is presently allpcated
primarily to Government radio services,
with a provision for industrial, scientific
.and medical (ISM) ‘equipment of ‘the
type regulated under Part 18 of the Comw
mission’s Rules® Also, » small sepment
of the band is allocated on & secondary
basis to the space research service for
space-to-earth transmission pursuant to
footnote US 94 of § 2.106 of the Tules.

5. Becguse the proposed band is al-
located for use by agencies of the Federal
Government, the petition was coordi«
nated with the Office of Telecommunicn-
tlons Policy (OTP), The Interdepartment
Radio Advisory Committee, which ad«
‘vises the OTP on such matters, concurred
in the proposal but recommended use of
the band 38-41 MHZ in lieu of the bond
proposed by Cardiac. This new band is
more compatible with Government rp-
Quirements and, being three megaherts

.wide instead of two, would provide addi-
tional channel capacity in certain areas.
However, it should be recognized that

1FCC Report and Order, adopted Mar. 8,
1972, published in ‘the FrprrAn RrorsTen
Mar. 16, 1972, 37FR 5497,

<@ The proposed Cardiac device 1s o tolecoma
munication device and is thoreforo not ine
cluded within the definition of ISM equip-

. meént as Yound in Part 18 of tho ruled.

«



the 39-40 MHz non-Government portions
of this band is heavily used in many areas
by non-Government Iand mobile systems
and that there are also a significant
number of Government stations (some of
high power) operating in the Govern-
ment segments of the band 38-39 and
40-41 MHz.

6. The band segment 38-38.25 MHz is
also used for radio astronomy observa-
tions pursuant to footnote U.S. 81 of
§2.106. Although such operations are
very sensitive to interference from elec-

fromagnetic emitters, it appears that.

interference from- the proposed tele-
metering device would be negligible ;be-
cause of the exiremely low power and
restricted usage contemplated. There-
fore, we are not proposing any special
geographical limitation on the use of the
Cardiac system such as had been pro-
posed in Docket No. 19231 in connection

- with the use of higher power Part 15
medical telemetering devices in other
radio astronomy bands>

7. In its comments, the IRAC also ex-
pressed concern that the heart monitor-
ing system should incorporate adequate
safeguards to minimize the risk of harm
being caused to a patient due to interfer-
ence from regularly authorized stations
in the band. In this connection, Cardiac
has informed the Commission that the
telemetering system is specifically de-
signed to reduce its susceptibility to in-
terfering signals. For example, the re-
ceiver and antenna combination is de-
signed for use in very close proximity to
the transmitter and is therefore insensi-
tive to most interfering signals, which in
effect would appear to be weaker. Inter-
ference is further minimized in the
receiver by the use of audio band pass
filtering and a broad band FM discrimi-
nator demodulator. Cardiac further
states that, in the unlikely event inter-
ference does occur, the usual result would
be a false alarm. If this happens fre-
quently the transmitter unit is simply
replaced with one on another channel.

‘The only potential danger, according
to Cardiac, exists when the interference
causes & normal reading during a time
when a patient is actually experiencing
an abnormal heart condition. But the
probability of this situation occurring it
says, is very remote.*

8. Based on the information now be-
fore us it would appear that the proposed
rule changes are justified and in the best
interest of the public. Accordingly, we
are proposing to amend Part 15 of the
Commission’s Rules and Regulations to

“provide for the operation of low power
biomedical telemetering equipment in the
- band 38-41 MHz. Conditions and limita-
tions on the use of such systems are cov-
ered in the proposed rules as set forth
below.

sThe final rules adopted in Docket No.
- 19231 did not provide for operation on fre-
quencies used for radio astronomy in order
to avold interference to that-service.

+This matter was detailed in correspond-
ence to the Commission from the petitioner,
dated Dec. 13, 1972, which has been made
part of the public record of this proceeding.

' PROPOSED RULES

9. The proposed amendment to the
rules, as set forth below, is issued pur-
suant to authority contained in sections
4(1) and 303(¢e), (f) and (g) of the Com-
muhnications Act of 1934, as amended.

10. Pursuant to applicable procedures
set forth in § 1.415 of the Commission’s
rules, interested parties may file com-
ments on or before November 30, 1973
and reply comiments on or before Decem-
ber 11, 1973.

11. All relative and timely comments
and reply comments will be considered
by the Commission before final action
is taken in this proceeding. In reaching
its decision in this proceeding, the Com-
mission may also take into account other
relevant information before it, in addi-
tion to the specific comments invited by
this notice. Responses will be available
for public inspection during regular busi-
ness hours in the Commission’s Broad-
cast and Docket Reference Room at its
headquarters in Washington, D.C.

12, In accordance with the provisions
of Section 1.419 of the Commission’s
Rules, an original and 14 coples of all
statements, briefs, or comments filed
shall be furnished the Commission:

Adopted: October 17, 1973.
Released: October 24, 1973.

FeDpERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.
Part 15 of Chapter X of Title 47 of the
Code of Federal Regulations would be
amended as follows:
1. Section 15.201 would be amended by
adding a new paragraph (e) to read as
follows:

§ 15.201 Frequencies of operation.
3 L J * - [
(e) Biomedical telemetering devices

may be operated on the frequencies and
under the conditions set out in § 15.216.

2. Section 15.216 would be amended by
deleting the present text of paragraphs
(a), (b) and (¢) and inserting the fol-

[sear]

‘lowing new text:

§15.216 Biomedical telemetering de-
Yices.
(a) Biomedical telemetering devices
may be operated in the following fre-
quency bands:

38-41 MHz
174-216 MHz .

Operation in these bands Is not subject
i(:o)téhe duty cycle limitation in §15.211
a) (3).

Note—~Section 15.3 requires that a blo-
medical telemetering’device operating under
the provisions of this cection must accept
harmful interference. Adequate safeguards
shall be incorporated into any such blomedi-
cal telemetry system (as o cardiac monitor-
ing system) to minimize the risk of harm
to the patlent as a result of interference re-
ceived by such g system from any authorized
radio service.

(b) Biomedical telemetry devices may
operate with a bandwidth of 200 kHz
subject to the conditions in paragraph
(c) of this section.
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(c) The emissions from a biomedical
telemetering device shall not exceed the
fleld strength limits given below.

Field strength
Opernating On harmonles and
uene other spudous

fmgln;y On t!ihgn egtlédugg on
operating uencies

uone; cutclde the

frequeney authorized

Landwidth

..... ---- 10 uv/m G5¥... 100vm G1¢.
17426 cau-.- - 120UV Q10 15 uv/m @1,
. s - - s

[FR Doc.13-22927 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[47CFRPart25]
[Docket No. 15770}

COMMUNICATIONS SATELLITE CORP.
Order Extending Time

In the matter of amendment of Part
25 of the Commission’s rules and regula-~
tions with respect to Commission author-
jzation of the issuance of securities, bor-
rowing of money, or assumption of
obligations in respect of the securities
of another person by the Communica-
tions Satellite Corporation.

1. The Communications Satellite Cor-
poration (Comsat) and COMSAT Gen-~
eral Corporation (Comsat General) have
filed a joint request, dated October 17,
1973, to extend to November 24, 1973, the
time for filing comments in the above-
referenced proceeding.

2. By Orders, released July 24, 1973
(38 FR 20275), and September 25, 1973
(38 FR 27228), the Chief, Common Car-
rier Bureau extended the original time
for filing comments in this proceeding.
These extensions were granted on con-
dition that Comsat or Comsat General
notify the Commission at least 60 daysin
advance should elther corporation pro-
pose to engage in any financing during
the period prior to final Commiss:on ac-
tion on the rules proposed in this
proceeding.

3. The lost extension of time was
granted to provide time to consider the
relationship between the comments In
this proceeding and the Commission’s
Memorandum Opinion, Order and Au-
thorization (FCC 73-958), issued on
September 12, 1973, concerning Comsat’s
applications for a domestic satellite sys-
tem, which required Comsat fo submit
to the Commission within 60 days a
revised plan for the financing of Comsat
General. Comsat and Comsat General
state that since they are still considering
the complex questions'involved in a new
financing plan and are thus not yet in
a position “to consider definitely the
potential impact of the proposed finan-
clal rules in Docket No. 19770 on a specific
plan for financing Comsat General or o
evaluate fully the compatability of such
a plan with the proposed rules.” They
therefore request an extension of time
for comments until a reasonable time
after the date set by the Commission for
submission of a revised plan for financing

Comsat General.
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4, Accordingly, pursuant to § 0.303(c)
of the Commission’s Rules and Regula~
tions, since-good cause has been shown
to exist, It is ordered, That the time for
filing comments in the above-referenced
proceeding is extended until Novem-
ber 26, 1973, and the time for filing reply
comments is exterided until December 7,
19173, provided that Comsat and Comsat
General comply with the condition men-
tioned in paragraph 2 above, which was
contained in the July 24, 1973, order in
this proceeding.

Adopted: October 19, 1973,
Released: October 23, 1973.

FEDERAL COMMIUNICATIONS
. .. COMMISSION,
[sEaL] A, C. ROSENAN,
Chief, International & Satellite
Communications Division.”

[FR Doc.73-22930 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[47 CFRPart73 ]
[Docket No. 19692]

ANTENNA MONITORS IN STATIONS WITH
DIRECTIONAL ANTENNAS
Order Extending Time for Filing Comments
and Reply Comments

In the matter of amendment of Part
73 of the Commission’s Rules and Regu-
lations fo establish standards for the
design and installation of sampling sys-
tems for antenna monitors in standard
broadcast stations +with directional
antennas. .

1. On February 21, 1973, the Commis-
sion adopted a notice of inquiry and no-
tice of proposed rulemaking in the above-
captioned proceeding and publication in

the FepeEral. REGISTER was given on

March 2, 1973 (38 FR 5666). Comment
and reply comment dates have been
previously extended by an Order of Sep-
tember 21, 1973, to October 19 and No-
vember 2, 1973, respectively.

2. On October 17, 1973, counsel for the
Association of Federal Communications
Consulting Engineers (AFCCE) filed a
request for an extension of time in which
to file comments to and including Octo-
ber 30, 1973. Counsel states that the
Rules and Standards Committee of
ATCCE has been working on the prepara-
tion of comments on behalf of the Asso-
ciation and the Committee’s draft has
been essentially completed. He further
states the additional time is required to
revise certain portions of the draff in
order to reach an agreement of the
members before fling with - the
Commission.

3. We are of the view that the public
interest would be served by extending
the time in this proceeding. Therefore,
it is ordered, That the time for filing
comments and reply comments in this
proceeding are-extended to and including
October 30 and November 13, 1973, re-

- spectively.

4, This action is taken pursuant to
authority found in sections 4() and
303(r) of the Commumcations Acb of

PROPOSED RULES

1934, as amended, and § 0.281(d)(8) of
the Commission’s Rules and Regulations, €

Adopted: October 17, 1973.
Released: October 18, 1973.

IsEaL] __‘WaLLACE E. JOHNSON,
’ Chief, Broadcast Bureau.

TFR Doc.73-22931 Filed 10-26-73;8:45am]+

[47 CERPart73 ]
[Docket No. 19848; FOC 73-1088]

FM BROADCAST STATIONS

Proposed Table of és?fgnment, , Monte Rio,
alif.

In the matter of amendment of sec-
tion 73.202(b), Table of Assignments,
FM Broadcast Stations. (Monte Rio,
California)

1. The Commission has before 1t a pe-
tition for rulemaking filed by Communi-
cations Associates (C.A.); an opposition
to the petition filed by Redwood Empire
Stereocasters (“Redwood”) licensee of
Station XZST(¥M), Santa Rosa, Cali-
fornia, and C.A.'s reply to the oprosi-
tion. Various informal ﬁlmgs have also
‘been received.

2. C.A, seeks the ass;gnment of Chan-
nel 249A at Monte Rio, California. The
proposed assignment would meet all ap-

plicable spacing requirements and would -

not require any changes in existing as-
signments. Monte Rio, an unincorpo-
rated community abeut 16 miles west of
Santa Rosa, has no current FM assign-
ments. The dispute between the parties
centers on two points; the adequacy of
service in the area and Monte Rio’s need
for an FM assignment.

- 3. According to C.A., Monte Rio’s pop-
ulation is 1,200 while Redwood contends
that the figure is only 900. Since the 1970
Census reports list all unincorporated
communities over 1,000 population and

* since Monte Rio was nof listed, it appears

that Monte Rio’s population was not

.then 1,000. This, of course, does not tell

us what Monte Rio’s population was in
1970 or what it is today. Accordingly, we
.need more precise information on this
score, as well as a better defined sense of
the community’s boundaries. Maps of
appropriate scale would be beneficial in
resolving this point. Even the larger fig-
ure supplied by C.A. is rather low and
leaves unsettled the question of whether
the community is large enough to war-
rant an assignment. To help us resolve
this question we need more data on sev-
eral points. In addition to the population
of Monte Rio, we need to know about
other nearby population centers and in-
formation on’ area business activities.

. By this we do not mean just the number

of businesses in the area (as to which
the parties have supplied widely divergent
figures) but a better notion of the vol-
ume of business they do. Apparently,
this is a tourist area, but the data on the
number of tourists who visit the area

"and the length of the tourist season is

scanty.
4, C.A, asserts that a first FM service
could be brought to 15,248 persons but

Redwood disputes this. Redwood appar-
ently agrees that some first FM service
could result. Although we would welcome
any additional showings on this point,
it is not central to the case as matters
now stand. Rather, since some first FM

" service would result, the question is

one of using Monte Rio as the location for
a station to provide it, Thus, we need to
consider not only Monte Rio’s viability
but the possibility of other locations as
well. Even though we reserve judgment
on all of the points at issue, we do
believe that the subject warrants ex-
ploration, and comments on the proposal
are invited.

5. Showings required. All parties, in-
cluding the petitioner, should file com~
ments with respect to the need of the
proposed assignment. Failure of the pe-
titioner to file any further pleadings may
lead to a denial of its request.-

6. Cut-off procedure. The following
procedures will govern:

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this
proceeding itself will be considered, if
advanced in initial comments, so that
parties may comment on them in reply
comments. They will not be considered
if advanced in reply comments.

(b) With respect to petitions for rule
making which conflict with the proposal
in this Notice, they will be considered
as comments in this proceeding, and
Public Notice to that effect will ba given,
as long as they are flled before the dote
for filing initial comments herein. If filed
later than that, they will not be con-
sidered in connection with the decislon
herein.

7. In view of the foreroing and pursu-
ant to authority contained in sections
4(), 303(z) and (r), and 307(b) of tho
Communications Act of 1934, as
amended, we propose for consideration
the following revisions in our FM Table
-of Assignments (Section 73.202(b) of
]1;1;;3 rules) with respect to the city listed

ow:

Channel No.

City
. Present

Proposad

Monto Rio, Calif 210A

8. Pursugnt to applicable procedures
set oub in section 1.415 of the Commis-
sion’s Rules and Regulstions, interested
parties may file comments on or before
November 30, 1973, and reply comments
on or before December 11, 1973. All sub«
missions by parties to this proceeding or
persons acting on behalf of such parties,
shall be made in written comments, reply
comments, or other appropriate plead-
mgs

9. In accordance with the provislons
‘of section 1.419 of the Commission’s rules
and regulations, an original and 14 copies
of all comments, reply comments, plead-
ings, briefs, or other documents shnll be
furnished the Commission. All filings
made in this proceeding will be available
for examination by interested parties
during regular hours in the Commission’s
Public Reference Room at its headquar-

Q
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ters, 1919 M Street NW., Washingion,

Adopted: October 17, 1973.
Released: October 24, 1973. _

FepErAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION,
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22029 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[sEAL]

[47 CFRPart87]
[Docket No. 19847; FCC 73-1079]

VISUAL INDICATOR OF TRANSMITTER
OPERATION

Proposed Transmitter Control
- Requirements

- In the matter of amendment of § 87.75

of the rules to require aircraft to be
. equipped with a visual indicator of

transmitter operation; RM No. 1800.

1. Notice of proposed rule making is
hereby given in the above-entitled
matter. :

2. The Federal Aviation Administra-
tion (FAA) has petitioned the Commis-
sion to amend § 87.75(d) (1) of its rules
to require that aircraft stations be
equipped with a visual indicator of trans-
mitter operation. In response to the Pub-
lic Notice of the filing of the FAA peti-

- tion, various comments in support of or
in opposition to the request were filed.

3. Due to complicating factors raised
by these comments, the Chief, Safety and
Special Radio Services Bureau, requested
the FAA to supplement its petition for
rule making by documenting the scope
of the problem alleged to exist because of
the lack or a requirement for a visual
indicator of transmitter operation and
to address certain other factors, e.g., the
suggested timing of such a requirement.

4, On February 2, 1973, the FAA fur-
nished the requested supplementary in-
formation and recommendations in sup-
port of its petition for rule making. By
Order, released April 24, 1973 (FCC 13-

- 4086), the Commission authorized the fil-
ing of this supplementary information
and provided that comments thereon
could be filed until June 1, 1973, and
reply comments thereon could be filed
until July 2, 1973. :

5. The Commission. has duly consid-
‘ered all comments Teceived. While many
of these comments disfavor the proposed
rule amendment, the Commission is per-
suaded that the FAA has adequately es-
tablished the fact that blocked frequen-
cies are a fairly frequent and potentially
dangerous occurrence and that a visual
indicator would minimize the frequency
of this occurrence. In a matter involv-
ing aircraft safety, the Commission
should resolve doubts in favor of safety.

6. The rule amendment hereby pro-
posed would require aircraft stations to
have a visual indicator of transmitter
operation. The required indicator must
be an “active” indicator, that Is, it mgst
measure radio frequency output rather
than merely indicate that the radiois on
or off. -

PROPOSED RULES

7. Many of the comments addressed
themselves to the timing of this require-
ment. FAA addressed itself to this prob-
lem in its submission of the supplemen-
tary information. FAA states, and we
agree, that the initintion of this require-
ment should be tied to the date or dates
of eventual transition to 25 kHz channel
spacing in aeronautical communications.
This will permit the “desipning in” of
the required indicator in conjunction
with the replacement of equipment which
will result from the transition to 25 kHz
channel spacing. Accordingly, a note to
Section 87.75 of the rules, which ties the
proposed requirement to the transition
to 25 kHz channel spacing, is also
proposed.

8. Accordingly, and for the reasons set
forth above, the proposed amendments,
as set forth below, are issued pursuant to
the authority contained in sections 4(1)
and 303(r) of the Communications Act

"~ of 1934, as amended.

9. Pursuant to the applicable pro-
cedures set forth in section 1.415 of the
Commission’s rules, interested persons
may file comments.on or before Novem-
ber 30, 1973, and reply comments on or
before December 11, 1973. All relevant
and timely comments will be consldered
‘by the Commission before final action is
taken in this proceeding. In reaching its
decision in this proceeding, the Com-
mission may also take into account other
relevant information before it, in addi-
tion to the specific comments invited by
this Notice.

10. In accordance with section 1.419 of
the Commission’s rules, an original and
14 copies of all statements, briefs or com-
ments shall be furnished the Commis-
sion. Responses will be available for pub-
lic inspection during the regular business
hours in the Docket Reference Room at
its headquarters in Washington, D.C.

Adopted: October 17, 1973.
Released: October 24, 1973.

FEDERAL COQAIMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION, -
VINCENT J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

Part 87 of Chapter I of Title 47 of the
Code of Federal Regulations would be
amended as follows:

1. Section 87.75(d) would be amended
and a note added after paragraph (e) to
read as follows:

[seaL]

§ 8775 ‘'Transmitter control require-
ments.
x 3 - - [ ]
(d) * & &

(1) A device which will provide con-
tinuous visual indication when the trans-
mitter is radiating or when the trans-
mitter control circuits have been placed
in a condition to produce radiation: Pro-
vided, however, That in aircraft stations,
this provision applies only to transmit-
ters used for volce communications, and

‘Provided furiher, That the indicator in

aircraft stations shall be actuated by

.radio-frequency output from the trans-

mitter,

- * - . -
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Nore: The requirement of 2 visual indi-
cator of transmitter radlation in alrcraff
statlons shall become efective concurrently
with the effective date or dates eventually
established for the transition to 25 EHZ chan-
nel gpacing in the aviation services.

[FR Dcc.73-22323 Filed 10-26-73:8:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION

[18CFRPart2]
[Docket No. R405-A]

RELIABILITY OF ELECTRIC AND GAS
SERVICE

Order Establishing Hearing To Show Cause
Why Uncommitted Gas Reserve Data
Should Not Be Produced in Nationwide

Investigation
OcrtoBER 15, 1973.

Proceedings in the above-captioned
docket are instituted in order fo facili-
tate an expedited hearing requiring
named producers to show cause why they
should not be compelled to submit the
completed questionnaire attached to the
Commission’s order issued August 1,
1973, in Docket No. R-405, entitled
“Order Updating Nationwide Investiga-
tion”. On November 4, 1970, in Docket
No. R-405, the Commission issued a no-
tice of investigation and proposzed rule-

with respect to developing emer-
gency plans for natural gas sales. Infor-
mation elicited from the mnatural gas
Industry was sought in order to enable
the Commission to assess the adequacy
and rellability of the gas supply and de-
liverability necessary to meet consumer
demand for the 19701971 winter season
and for four succeeding winter seasons.

At the Hme of issuance of the pro-
posed rulemaking, evidence of antici-
pated curtallment of necessary gas serv-
ices impelled the Commission to initiate
continuing affirmative measures in order
to obtain relizble, factual information
on which to base its decisions. The public
interest required the assembly of infor-
mation as to the sources of available gas
supplies and as to both existing and an-~
ticipated facilities to deliver such gas to
meet consumer demands. Such informa~
tion was sought in order to determine
terms and conditions in a rule or rules ta
minimize, if not avoid, the consequences
of any emergency gas shortages.

Pursuant to the proposed rulemaking
and in implementation thereof, in a lef-
ter dated November 20, 1970, Commission
investigatory officers directed 75 gas pro-
ducers to respond on forms elciting the
information necessary for the Commis-
sion to consider. These 75 gas producers
represented all large gas praoducers whose
individual jurisdictional sales of natural
gas totaled in excess of 10 million Mcf
annually. The form responses were de-
signed to cover separately the two time
frames set forth in the notice of rule-
making in Docket No. R-405.

In September 1972, it was evident that
the industry was unable to meet con-
sumer demand. By that date 27 natural
gas pipeline companies, which are sub-
Ject to Commission jurisdiction, filed
pipeline curtailment plans pursuant to
Order No. 431, 45 FPC 570 (1971). On
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September 12, 1972, the Commission is-
sued an order updating the investigation
begun in November 1970. Proposed
amendments to the Commission’s regula~
tions promulgated in the initial notice in
R-405 remain under consideration by the
Commission.

‘The responses received pursuant to the
letter of November 20, 1970, and pur-
suant to Commission order of September
1972 were particularly useful to the
Commission in enabling it to assess
problems which arose as a result of
shortages in the gas supply and to take
steps designed to meet them.

To enable the Commission to have a
more comprehensive assessment of the
gas supply problems prevailing in the
industry, the Commission on August 1,
1973, issued an order entitled “Order Up-
dating Nationwide Investigation”, Data
almost identical in form to that previ-
ously supplied was sought for evaluation
and appropriate action. As part of a con-
tinuing investigation, the Commission
sought an update for two time periods,
as of December 31, 1972, and as of June
30, 1973. The Commission expressed its
concern for accurate, comprehensive, de-
tailed information in the August 1, 1973,
order and it stated that the sources of
information may be subject to audit by
the Commission’s staff.

Because of steps required fo be taken
by the Commission pursuant to Congres-
sional subpoena duces tecum issued
June 21, 1973, treatment of information
submitted pursuant to this order cannot
be accorded the confidentiality hereto-
fore authorized and honored by the Com-
mission. The Commission’s orders issued
November 4, 1970, and September 12,
1972, providing for the nationwide inves-
tigations of reserves of natural gas di-
rected that the reserves data submitted
pursuent thereto would be held in a con-
fidential status in accordance with the
provisions of section 8(b) of the Natural
Gas Act, 15 U.S.C. T17g (D), and the Free-
dom of Information Act, 4 U.S.C. 552(b)
(4) and (9).

', The Chairman of the Senate Judiciary
Committee’s Subcommittee on Antitrust
and Monopoly requested disclosure to
the Subcommittee and the Federal Trade
Commission of such data, and our ef-
forts to comply with such requests as
fully as possible without violating the
conditions of confidentiality under
which the reserves data had been ob-
tained were urmavailing, Instead, the
Chairman of the Subcommittee, acting
on behalf of the Subcommittee, issued a
subpoena duces tecum directing the
Commission’s Chairman to appear be-
fore the Subcommittee on June 26, 1973,
and to produce all data in the Commis-
sion’s possession, custody or control or
of any member or employee thereof re-
ferring or relating to the Commission’s
order dated September 12, 1972, includ-
ing all workpapers and composites re-
sulting from the material received in
connection with that order.

In order to avoid placing the Com-
mission’s Chairman in jeopardy of con-
-tempt of Congress by refusing to dis-
close the data protected by our orfder of

PROPOSED RULES

September 12, 1972, by order. issued
June 22, 1973, the Chairman was au-
thorized ‘to deliver under .protest the
data described in the subpoena. The
Commission has no knowledge as to
whether the Subcommittee intends to

maintain the confidential status of the'

subpoenaed data, publicly to disclose
such data, or to disclose such data to the
Federal Trade Commission. Inasmuch as
the protection heretofore provided for
proprietary date, can no Ionger be as-
sured, we are unable to represent to the
respondents that the data submitted will
not be made public.

In its order of August 1, 1973, in
Docket No. R-405, the- Commission
stated that it would not ‘“require filing
of the data herein sought until any pro-
ducer who opposes the filing of dafa
without an assurance of confidentiality
has been afforded an opportunity for
hearing on this issue.””* In Ordering
Paragraph 4 of that order the Commis-
sion provided that if voluntary response
to the data request in the order of Au-
gust 1, 1973, in Docket No: R-405 was
insufficient for Commission assessment
of gas supply and deliverability appro-
priate proceedings would be instituted to
consider whether the reporting and dis-
closure of uncommitted reserve data by
producers should be compelled.

The Commission has received 82 re-
sponses from the 85 companies?® that
were requested to respond to the ques-
tionnaire attached to the order of Au-
gust 1, 1973, in Docket No. R—405. Three
firms have failed to respond to the Au-
gust 1, 1973, order and to a letter of in-
quiry dated September 5, 1973, as to the
producer’s intention to respond.? Of 82
firms which responded, 13 firms declined
to voluntarily provide the requested
data.* The information voluntarily pro-
vided by 69 respondents has been placed
in the public files.

‘The Commission has reviewed the data
submitted in questionnaire form pur-
suant to the. August 1, 1973, order in

* Docket No. R—405 and has determined
- that there is not sufficient information

to enable the Commission to adequately
assess uncommitted domestic natural gas
reserves. Accordingly, the Commission
pursuant to Ordering Paragraph 4 of the
order issued August 1, 1973, in Dockeb
No. R-405, establishes an expedited
hearing procedure.

At this hearing, producers not re-
sponding to the August 1, 1973, dafa re-

1 Reliability of Electric and Gas Service,
Docket No. R—405, issued August 1, 1973.

2These 85 companies are the large gas pro-
ducers whose individual jurisdictional sales

of natural gas totaled in excess of 10 millfon

Mecf annusliy.

3These three firms are Clinton Oil Co.,
‘Helmerich & Payne, Inc., and North East
Blanco Development Corp.

4 These firms are Amerada Hess Corp., Ash-
land Of), Inc., Edwin L, Cozx, Forest, Oil Corp.,
King Resources Co.,, Lone Star Producing Co.,
Mobil Oil Corp., Northern Natural Gas Pro-
ducing Co., Pennzoil Co., Pennzoil Produc=
ing Co., Tenneco Ol Co. TransOcean Oil
Inc,, and Imperial Amerlcan Resources Fund,
Inc.

v

quest and producers declining volun-
tarily to submit the data request will
show cause as to why, if there be any,
the Commission should not compel
named producers to submit the com-
pleted questionnaire attached to ‘the
Commission’s order issued August 1,
1973, in Docket No. R-405, entitled
“Order Updating Nationwide Investiga-
tion”. This questionnaire is set forth onco
again in Appendix B of this order.

At this hearing the producers listed in
Appendix A as respondents in this pro-
ceeding shall present evidence in support
of their position. Members of the Stafl of
the Commission shall submit evidence
relating to public interest requirements
relating to disclosing or not disclosing
the requested uncommitted reserve data.

Producers may submit the completed
questionnaire to the Commission within
10 days of the issuance of this order in
leu of appearing at the hearlng and
presenting evidence.

The Commission orders

(A) The parties listed in Appendix A
hereto as respondents, producers who
have not filed pursuant to the August 1,
1973, order in R~405, in this proceeding
shall show cause why, if there be any,
they should not be compelled to submit
the completed questionnaire attached to
the Commission order issued August 1,
1973, in Docket No. R-405, entitled
“Order Updating Nationwide Investigo-
tion” and set forth in this order in Ap-
pendix B, wherein the parties are put on
notice that such information will be made
available to the public and shall be sub-
ject to audit of Commission Stafl.

(B) In lieu of responding at a hearing
to this show cause order, respondents
listed in Appendix A attached hereto may
file the completed questionnadre set forth
in Appendix B. It shall be submjtted in
hand to Mr. Leon H. Friedlander at
Room '7312L, 825 North Capitol Street,
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in a senled
envelope marked “Response To Order Is«
sued October 15, 1973” on or before 10
days from the date of issuance of this
order. Any questions regarding sald
forms should be directed to Mr, Fried-
lander, who may be reached by telephone
at 202-386-5735.

(C) For the purposes of this investiga-
tion, any responses submitted in coms-
pliance herewith shall be made avallablo

.for inspection or copying by the public.
Individual company information re-
ceived as a result of this continued in-
vestigation will not be maintained in
confidential status. The Commission can-
not, in the lght of Congresstonal
demands as above set forth, agsure con-
fidential status for the data to be sub-
mitted pursuant to this order. See “Ordor
Of Modification To Authorize Compli~
ance With Congressional Subpoena
Duces Tecum” issued June 22, 1973, In
this docket. It should be noted that all
responses shall be made at the Federal
Power Commission offices in Washing~
ton, D.C.

(D) Parties who have previously re-
sponded to the Commission’s order issued
August 1, 1973, in Docket No, R-405, may
present evidence in this proceeding on

Y
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the issue of compulsory compliance with
an order which may be issued herein.
Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to this
proceeding should on or before Octo-
ber 26, 1973, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
CommisS§ion’s rules of practice and pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
‘priate action to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestant parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become 3 party to a proceeding or to
participate as g party in any hearing
therein must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission’s
rules.

() A public hearing is required
wherein the respondent producers listed
in Appendix A attached hereto shall
show cause, if there be any, why they
should not be compelled to submit the

completed questionnaire attached here-.

to in Appendix B, shall-be held commenc-
ing November 5, 1973, at 10:00 am.,
(es.t.), in a hearing room of the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street NE., Washington, D.C. 20426.

() A Presiding Administrative Law

Judge to be designated by the Chief Ad-

- ministrative Law Judge for that pur-
pose (See Delegation of Authority, 18
CFR 3.5(d)), shall preside at the hear-
ing in this proceeding pursuant to the
Commission’s rules of practice and
procedure.

(G) Producers listed in Appendix A
attached hereto, the Commission Staff,
and any other party offering evidence
shall file their direct testimony and evi-
dence on or before October 30, 1973, in
accordance with the Commission’s rules
of practice and procedure.

(H) All rebuttal testimony and evi-
dence shall be tendered for receipt into
the record at the hearing.

() The
Law Judge’s decision shall be rendered
on or before November 16, 1973. All briefs

- on exceptions shall be due on or before
November 23, 1973, and replies thereto
shall be due on or before November 28,
1973.

(J) The Secretary shall cause prompt
publication of this order to be made in

the FEDERAL REGISTER.
By the Commission.®

[sEAL] Mary B. Kmp,
Acting Secretary.
° APFENDIX A
Clinton Oft Col

‘Helmerich & Payne, Incl

North East Blanco Development Corpl
Amerada Hess Corp.

Ashland Oil, Inc,

Edwin L. Cox

sPage 3 of Appendix B-8 of Docket No.
R-405, issued August 1973, was inadvertently
omitted by the Federal Power Commission.
It is filed as part of the original document
(Docket No. R-4054).
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Forest Ol Corporation

King Resources Co.

Lone Star Producing Co,

Afobil Oft Corp.

Northern Natural Gas Producing Co.
Pennzoll Co.

Pennzoil Producing Co.

Tenneco Oil Co.

TransOcean Oil Inc,

Imperial American Resources Fund Inc.

~ APFENDIX B-1

Q. A. Will you pleace state your name, the
name of your company and your position
with the company?

Q. B. Are you authorized by your com-
pany to furnish the information requested
In the following interrogatories?

Q. C. If not, will you pleace state the
name or names of the officinl or officials of
your company who have such information?

Q. D. Do you understand that the deslig-
nated Commission employee will combine the
information obtained from you with infor-
maotion obtained from others and file o com-
postte report in the public files in Docket
No. R—405?

CERTIFICATION

I certify that the infermation hereon is
correct to the best of my knowledge.

AFPPENDIX B-2

Q. E. Will you please state the net work-
ing interest volumes, including asceclated
royalty interest volumes, of proved recover-
able reserves of non-assoclated natural gas
in MMcf, ot 14.73 ps.i.a. and 60* Fahrenhelt,
that your company had avallable for cale as
of December 31, 1872, for tho areas herein-
after designated? (For the purpose of ques-
tions E-J, the term *“proved recerves” Is uced
as defined by the Committee on Natural Gas
Reserves of the American Gas Accociation
and such definition i5 et forth on Appendix
B-8 of this letter. The volumes held “avail-
able for sale” In questions E-J are thoce
which are not covered by gas purchnce con-
tracts and are not reserved for direct Indus-
trial contracts, not company uce-warranty
gas or not company use-fuel and feedstock.)

What are the volumes in:

1. Alaska?
2, Northern Arkansas??
3. Southern Arkansas?
4, California?
5. Offshore California 2
a. Federal
b. State
6. Colorado?
7. Illinols?
8. Indiann?
9. Xansas?
10. Kentucky?
11. North Louisiana?
12. South Louislana?
13. Offshore Louislana? 2
a. Federal
b. State
14, Michigan?
15, Mississippi?
16. Montana?
17. Nebraska?
18. Northwest New MMexico?
19. Southeast New Mexico?
20, New York?
21. North Dakota?
22, Ohio?
23, Oklahoma Panhandle area?3
24, Oklahoma Anadarko area?
25. Eastern Oklahoma?
26, Pennsylvania?
27. Texas Ratlroad District No. 62
28. Texas Rallroad District No, 102

1No response as of October 15, 1873,
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29, Texas Rallroad District Nos. 8, 84,78
and 7C?

30. Toxas Rallrcad District Nos. 5 and 62
31. Texas Railroad District Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 42
32. Offchore Texas?2

a. Federal

b. State
33. Utah?
34. Virginia?
35. West Virginia?
36, Wyoming?
37. Mizcellaneous areas? ¢
48, Whet 15 the total of the volumes fur-
nished in responce to questions 1372

ArpzpIix B-3

Q. P. Wil you pleace state the net work-
ing interest volumes, including royalty in-
terest volumes, of proved recoverable reserves
of accoclated and dizscolved natural gas In
2Mfef, ot 1473 psda. and €0° Fahrenhelf,
that your company had avallable for sale as
of December 31, 1972, for the areas herein-
after designated?

What are the volumes in:

1, Alashin?
2. Northern Arkansag?:
3. Southern Arkancas?
4. Callfornia?
5. Offshore Callfornia? 2
a. Federal
b. State
6. Colorado?
7. Niinois?
8. Indlana?
9. Enncag?
10. Eentucky? -
11. North Loulsiana?
12. South Loulslana?
13, Offshore Loulsiana?2 -
a. Federal
b. State
14, Michigan?
15, 28icsicsippl?
16. 2fontana?
17. Nebraska?
18. Northvwest New 2exico?
19, Southeast New 2Mexico?
20. New York?
21. North Dakota?
22, Ohto?
23, Oklahoma Panhandle area?s
24. Oklahoma Anadarko area?
25, Easterd Ozlahoma?
26, Pennsylvania?
27. Texos Rallread District No. 92
28. Texas Rallroad District No. 102
29. Texas Rallroad District Nos. 8, 83, 7B
and 7C? :
30. Texas Rallroad District Nos. § and 62
31. Texas Rafiroad District Nos. 1, 2, 3 and 42
32, Offchore Texas? 2
a. Federal
b. State
33. Utah?
34. Virginia?
35. West Virginia?

1For the purpoce of questions 2 and 3,
Arkancas Is  divided between North and
South by bace line separating townships
North and South.

2For the purpcze of this question, the off-
chore area shall be measured from the coast-
line ceaward.

3¥or the purpose of questions 23-25, Oxla~
homa is divided between Eastern and West-
ern Oxlahoma by the central Oxlahoma In-
dian 2erldian ceparating Ranges E and W.
Western Oxlzchoma i3 further divided ke-
tween Hugoton and Anadarko by the Pan-
handle Meridian ceparating Ranges E and W.

4 For the purpose of this question, the 2Ais-
cellaneous areas chall include Alabama, Ari-
zona, Florlda, Yowa, Maryland, Minnesota,
Miczour], South Dakota, Tennessee, and
Washington.



29824

36. Wyoming?

37, Miscellaneous areas? ¢

What I3 the total of the volumes fur-
nished in response to questions 1-37?

APPENDIX B4

Q. G. Will you please state the total net
working interest volumes, including royalty
interest volumes, of proved recoverable re-
serves of non-assoclated and of assocliated
and dissolved natural gas in M\Mcf, at 1473
pslea. and €0° Fahrenheit, that your com-
pany had avallablefor sale as of December 31,
1972, for the areas hereinafter designated?

What are the volumes ing

1, Alaska?

2. Northern Arkansasf 2

3. Southern Arkansas®

4, California?

5. Offshore California?s

a. Federal

b. State

6. Colorado?

7. Illinois?

8, Indiana?

9, Kansas? !
10. Kentucky? )
11, North Louisiana?

12, South Louisiana?
13. Offshore Louisiana? 3

b. State

a. Federal
14, Michigan?

16, Mississippi?

16, Montana?

17. Nebraska?

18. Northwest New Mexico?

19, Southeast New Mexico?

20, New York?

21, North Dakota?

22, Ohio?

23, Oklahoma Panhandle area? 3

24. Oklahoma Anadarko area?

26. Eastern Oklahoma?

26. Pehnsylvania?

27. Texas Rallroad District No.9?

28, Texas Railroad District No, 10?

29, Texas Ralilroad Di.atrict Nos. 8, 8A, TB
and 7C?

30. Texas Railroad District Nos. 5 and 62

81, Texas Rallroad District Nos. 1,2, 3 and 4?

32, Offshore Texas? 2
. Federal
b. State -

33. Utah?

34, Virginia?

36. West Virginia?'

‘36, Wyoming? .

37. Miscellaneous areas?¢ |

38, What i3 the total of the volumes fur-
nished in response to questions 1-372

APrENDIX B-6

Q. H, Will you please state the net working
Interest volumes, including royalty interest
volumes, of proved recoverable reserves of
non-assoclatéd natural gas in MlIcf, at 14.73
psi.e. and 60° Fahrenheit, that your com-
pany had avallable for sale as of June 30,
1973, for the areas herefnatter designated?

What are the volumes in:

1, Alaska?
2. Northern Arkansas?1
3. Southern Arkansas?¥
4. California? -
b. Offshore California??
a. Federal .
b. State —-
-6, Colorado?
7. Hlinois?
8. Indiana? -
9. Kansas? .
10, Rentucky?
11, North Louisiana?

38,
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12, South Louisiana? -
13. Offshore Loulsiana? 2
a. Federal ‘
b. State
14, Michigan?
16. Mississippi?
16. Montana?

17. Nebraska? L

18. Northwest New Mexico?

19. Southeast New Mexico?

20. New York?

21, North Dakota?

22, Ohio?2-

23. Oklahoma Panhandle area?$
24, Oklashoma Anadarko area?
25, Eastern Oklghoma? -

26. Pennsylvania?

27. Texas Rallroad District No. 92
28; Texas Railroad District No. 10?

“29. Texas Rallroad District Nos, 8, 8A, 7B

and. 7C?
30. Texas Rallroad District Nos. 5 and 62
31. Texas Railroad. District Nos, 1, 2, 3 and
4?2
32. Offshore Texas? 2~ *
a. Federal
b. State
33. Utah?
34, Virginia? 3 -
35. West Virginia?
36. Wyoming?
37. Miscellaneous areas? 4
38. What is the total of the volumes fur-
nished in response to questions 1-37?

_ArpENDIX B-6

Q. I Will you please state the net working
interest volumes, including royalty interest
volumes, of proved recoverable reserves of
associated and dissolved natural gas in MiMcf,
at 1473 p.s.la. and 60° Fahrenhelt, that your
company had available forsale as of June 30,
1973, for-the: areas hereinafter designated?

‘What are the volumes ins

1. Alaska?
2. Northern Arkansas?t
3. Southern Arkansas?
4. California?
5. Offshore California? 2
6. Colorado? -
7. Ilinois?
8. Indigna?
9. XKansas?
10. Kentucky?
11, North Louisiana?
12, South Louisiana?
13, Offshére Loulsiana?s
a. Federal
b. State
14, Michigan?
15, Mississippl?
18. Montana?
17. Nebraska?
18. Northwest New Mexico?
19. Southeast New Mexico?
20, New York?
21. North Dakota?
22, Ohio?
23. Oklahoma Panhandle area? 3
24, Oklahoma Anadarko area?
25. Eastern Oklahoma?
26, Pennsylvania?
27. Texas Rallroad District No. 9?7
28. Texas Rallroad District No. 102
29. Texas Rallroad District Nos, 8, 84, 7B
and 7C?
30. Texas Rallroad District Nos. 5 and 6?

. 31, Texas Raillroad District Nos. I, 2, 8 and

4?

32. Offshore Texas? 2
a, Federal
b. State

33. Utah?

84, Virginia? .

35. West Virginia?

36. Wyoming?

37. Miscellaneous areas? ¢

38. What is the total of tho volumcs fure
nished in response to questions 1-37?

ApPrNDIX B-T

Q. J. Will you please stato the fotal nab
working interest volumes, including royalty
interest volumes, of proved recoverablo ro«
serves. of non-associated and of assoolated
and dissolved natural gas in MMcf, at 14.73
psd.e. and 60° Fahrenhelt, that your come
pany had available for sale as of June 30,
1973, for the arcas hereinafter designated?

What are the volumes in:

1, Alaska?
2. Northern ArZzansas?:
3. Southern Arkancas?
4. California?
§. Offshore California?2
a. Federal
b. State
6. Colorado?
7. Illiinois?
8. Indiana?
9. Kansas?
10. Kentucky?
11. North. Loulsiana?
12. South Louisiana?
13. Offshore Loulslana??
a. Federal
b. State =
14, Michigan?
16. Mississippi?
16. Montana?
17. Nebraska?
18. Northwest New Mexico?
19. Southeast New Mexico?
20. New York?
21, North Dakota?
22, Ohfo?
23. Oklahoma Panhandle area? ¥
24. Oklahoma Anadarko sren?
25, Eastern Oklahoma?
26. Pennsylvania?
27. Texas Railroad District No.9?
28. Texas Railroad District No. 10?
29. Texas Railroad District Noa. 8, 8A, 7B and
- TC?
30. Texas Rallroad District Nos. b and 67
31. Texas Rallroad District Noa. 1, 3, 3 and 42
32, Offshore Texag?2
a. Federal
b. State
33, Utah?
34, Virginia?
35, West Virginia?
36. Wyoming?
87. Miscellaneous areaa? ¢

38, What i3 the total of the volumes fur-
nished in response to questions 1-37?

i¥or the purpose of questions 2 and 3,
Arkansas is divided between North and South
by base line separating townships North and
South.

2For the purpose of this question, the off«
shore area shall be _measured from the coast«
line.seaward.

3 For the purpose of questions 23-—25. Okla«

.homa Is divided between Eastern and Wests
ern Oklahoma by the central Oklahomsa
Indian Merldian separating Ranges B and W,
Western Oklahoma is further dLv!dcd ba-
tween Hugoton and Anadarko by the Pone
handle Meridian separating Ranges I and W,

4For the purpose of this question, tho

Miscellaneous areas shall include Alabama,
Arizona, Florida, Iowa, Maryland, Minnesota,
Missourl, South Dakota, Tennesseo, and
Washington,
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M AFFENDIX B-8
PROVED NATURAL GAS RESERVES AVAILADLE YOR GALES
(AMMCF ot 1473 p.sdo., 6F F)
Volumes o3 of Deccmber 31, 1072 Velomes o3 of Jure 30,1773
State Non- Total Non- Acceclated- Total

Assoclated
assocliated dissolved

coooclated dlcolved

Indiana
Kansas.

“RR. Dist. Nos. 5, €ocucevan
RR. Dist.Nos.1,2,3, 4
Oﬂshoig L

ﬁl Prov‘e«l]l Reservesare, using the definition of the Committes on Notural Gas Reservesefthe Ameriean Ges Acceels-
on, as follows: _

“The current estimated quantity of natural gas which analysis ¢f goolegte and enpineering data demsnctrate with
reasonable certainty to be recoverable fn the fnturs from kogwwn ¢fl and gas reserveirs under existing economic and
operating conditions. Reservoirs are consldered proved that have demoustrated the ability to produce by efther
actual production or conclusive formation test,

“Phe area of a reservoir considered proved Is that portlon delineated by drilllcg and deficed by gas-¢ll, gas-water,
or oil-water contracts or limited by structural deformation er !cmlcul:uizy f the rexcrvelr. In tha sbrenze of flntd
contracts, the lowest known structural occurrenca of bydroearbens cantrels the proved lmits of tha recervelr, Tha
proved area of a reservolr may also include the edfeining portions £st delineated by drililng but which can be oval-
uated as economically productive on the basls ef geolezieal and enginecring data availabls ot the time tho ectimate
is made. Therefore, the reserves reperted by the Committee Includeo total proved rescrves which may be In eltber
the drilled or the undrilled portions of the ficld or reservelr.”

[FR Do¢c.73-22505 Filed 10-25-73;8:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[18CFRPart2]
[Docket No. R—405-A]

RELIABILITY OF ELECTRIC AND GAS
SERVICE

Extension of Time and Postponement of
Hearing
OcTO0BER 26, 1973.

On October 15, 1973, the Commission
jssued an Order Establishing Hearing

To Show Cause Why Uncommitted Gas |

Reserve Data Should Not Be Produced
In Nationwide Investigation. Through
unanticipated administrative delay, serv-
ice of process and publication in the
FEDERAL REGISTER were delayed.

Upon consideration, notice is hereby
given that the procedural dates in Docket
No. R-405-A are modified "as follows:

All protests and petitions to intervene chall
be filed on or before, November 7, 1973.

All direct testimony and evidence chall be
filed on or before, November 12, 1973,

All rebuttal testimony and evidence chall be
filed on or before the day the hearing
commences, November 18, 1973. .

Hearing chall commence, November 19, 1973.

Administrative Law Judge's Initial Declsion
to be rendered on or before, December 7,
1973.

All briefs on exceptions chall be due on or
before, December 14, 1973,

Replies to briefs on exceptions chall be due
on or befere, December 19, 1873.

In lleu of responding at hearilng, the com-
pleted questionnalre shall be submitted
pursusnt to Ordering Parcgraph (B) on
or before, November 9, 1873.

Km:z;::m F. Prums,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-23133 Filed 10-26-73;11:03 am]
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Notices. .

This section of thé FEDERAL. REGISTER contains documents ather than rules or proposed rufes that are applicable to tho public. Notlces
of hearings and investigations, committee meetings, agency decisions and rulings, delegations of authority, filing of petitions and applications
and agency statements of organizatiom and functions are examples of documents appearing in this section.

DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Office of the Secretary
[Public Debt Serles—No. 8-73]

TREASURY NOTES OF SERIES H-1975
Offering of Notes
OcTOoBER 25, 1973.
1. OFFERING OF NOTES

1, The Secretary of the Treasury, pur-
suant to the authority of the Second
Liberty Bond Act, as amended, invites
tenders at a-price not less than 99.51 per-
cent of their face value for $1,500,000,000,
or thereabouts, of notes of the United
States, designated Treasury Notes of Se-
ries H-1975. The interest rate for the
notes will be publicly announced by the
Secretary of the Treasury on October 29,
1973. An additional amount of the notes
may be allotted by the Secretary of the
Treasury to Government accounts and
Federal Reserve Banks at the average
price of accepted tenders in exchange for
Treasury bonds maturing November 15,
1973. Tenders will be received up to 1:30
p.m., Eastern Standard time, Wednes-
day, October 31, 1973, under competitive
and noncompetitive bidding, as set forth
in Section III hereof. The 4% percent”
Treasury Bonds of 1973, maturing No-
vember 15, 1973, will be accepted at par
in payment, in whole or in part, to the
extent tenders are allotted by the
Treasury.

II. DESCRIPTION OF INOTES

1. The notes will be dated November
15, 1973, and will bear interest from that
date, payable on a semiannual basis on
June 30 and December 31, 1974, and June
30 and December 31, 1975. They will
mature December 31, 1975, and will not
be subject to call for redemption prior to
maturity. -

2. The income derived from the notes
is subject to all taxes imposed under the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. The notes
are subject to estate, inheritance, gift or
other excise taxes, whether Federal or
State, but are exempt from all taxation
now or hereafter imposed on the prinei-
pal or interest thereof by any State, or
any of the possessions of the United
States, or by any local taxing-authority.

3. The notes will be acceptable to se-
cure deposits of public moneys. They will
not be acceptable in payment of taxes.

4. Bearer notes with interest coupons
attached, and notes registered as to prin-
cipal and interest, will be issued in de-
nominations of $1,000, $5,000, $10,000,
$100,000, and $1,000,000. Provision will be
made for the interchange of notes of dif-
ferent denominations and of coupon and

. registered notes, and for the transfer of

registered notes, under rules and regula-
tions prescribed by the Secretary of the
Treasury.

5. The notes will be subject to the gen-
eral regulations of the Department of the
Treasury, now or hereafter prescribed,
governing United States notes.

IIT. TENDERS AND ALLOTMENTS

1. Tenders will be received at Federal
Reserve Banks and Branches and at the
Office of the Treasurer of the United
States, Washington, D.C. 20222, up to the
closing hour, 1:30 p.m., Eastern Stand-
ard time, Wednesday, October 31, 1973.
Each tender must state the face amount
of notes bid for, which must be $1,000
or a multiple thereof, and the price of-
fered, except that in the case of non-
competitive tenders the term “noncom-
petitive” should be used in lieu.of a
price. In-the case of competitive tenders,
the price must be expressed on the basis
of 100, with two decimals, e.g., 100.00.
Tenders at a price less than 99.51 will not
be accepted. Fractions may not be used.
Noncompetitive tenders from dny one
bidder may not exceed $500,000.

2. Commercial banks, which for this
purpose are defined as banks accepting
demand deposits, may submit tenders for
account of customers provided the names
of the customers are set forth in such
tenders. Others than commercial banks
will not. he permitted to submit tenders
except for their own account. Tenders
will be received without deposit from
banking institutions for their own ac-
count, federally-insured savings and loan
associations, States, political subdivisions
or instrumentalities thereof,-public pen-
sion and retirement and other public
funds, international organizations in
which the United States holds member-
ship, foreign central banks and foreign
States, dealers who make primary mar-
kets in Government sécurities and report
daily to the Federal Reserve Bank of New
York their positions with respect to Gov-
ernment securities and borrowings
thereon, ' and Government accounts.
Tenders. from others must be accom-
panied by payment (in cash or the 41

percent Treasury Bonds of 1973 which
will be accepted at par) of 5 percent of
the face amount of notes applied for.

3. Immediately after the closing hour
tenders will be opened, following which
public announcement will be made by
the Department of the Treasury of the
amount and price range of accepted bids.
Those submitting tenders will be advised
of the acceptance or rejection thereof.
In considering the acceptance of tenders,
those at the highest prices will be nc-
cepted to the extent required to attain
the amount offered. Tenders at the low-
est accepted price will be prorated if nec-
essary. The Secretary of the Treasury ox-
pressly reserves the right to accept or
reject any or all tenders, in whole or in
part, including the right to sccept less
than $1,500,000,000 of tenders, and his
action in any such respect shall be final.
Subject to these reservations, noncom-
petitive tenders for $500,000 or less with«
out stated price from any one bidder will
be accepted in full at the average price?
(in two decimals) of accepted competi-
tive tenders.

4. All bidders are required to agree not
to purchase or sell, or to make any agree~
ments with respect to the purchase or
sale or other disposition of any notes of
this issue at a specific rate or price, until
after 1:30 p.m., Eastern Standard Time,
‘Wednesday, October 31, 1973.

5. Commercial banks in submitting
tenders will be required to certify that
they have no. beneficial interest in any
of the tenders they enter for the account
of their customers,-and that their cus-
tomers have no beneflcial interest in the
banks” tenders for their own accoupt.

IV. PAYMENT

1. Settlement for accepted tenders in
accordance with the bids must be made
or completed on or before November 15,
1973, at the Federal Reserve Bank or
Branch or at the Office of the Treasurer
of the United States, Washington, D.C.
20222, in cash, 415 percent Treas
Bonds of 1973 (interest coupons dated
November 15, 1973, should be detached)
or other funds immediately available by
that date. Payment will not be deemed
to have been completed where registered
notes are requested if the approprianto
identifying number as required on tax
returns and other documents submitted
to the Internal Revenue Service (an in-
dividual’s soclal security number or an
employer identification number) is not

%
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furnished. In every case where full pay-
ment is not completed, the payment with
the tender up to 5 percent of the amount
of notes allotted shall, upon® declara-
tion made by the Secretary of the Treas-
ury in his discretion, be forfeited to the
‘United States.. When payment is made
with securities, a cash adjustment will be
made to or required of the bidder for any
difference between the face amount of
securities submitted and the amount
pagable on the notes allotted..

© V. ASSIGNMENT OF REGISTERED SECURITIES

1. Registered securities tendered as de-
posits and in payment for notes allotted
hereunder are not required to be assigned
if the notes: are to be registered in the
same naimes and forms as appear in the
registrations or assignments of the se-
curities snrrendered. Specific instruc-
tions for the issuance and delivery of
the notes, signed by the owner or his au-
thorized representative, must accompany
the securities presenfed. Otherwise, the
securities should be assigned by the reg-
istered payees or assignees thereof in ac-
cordance with the general regulations
governing Unifed States securities, as
hereinafter set forth. Notes to be regis-
tered in names and forms different from
those in the inscriptions or assignments
of the securities presented should be as-
signed to “The Secretary of the Treasury
for Treasury Notes of Series H-1975 in
the name of (name and taxpayer identi-
fying number).” If notes in coupon form
are desired, the assignment should be to
“The Secretary of the Treasury for cou-
pon Treasury Notes of Series H-1975 to
be delivered to . ___.____."” Securities
tendered in payment should be surren-
dered to the ¥ederal Reserve Bank or
Branch or to the Office of the Treasurer
of the United States, Securities Division,
‘Washington, D.C. 20222. The securities
must be delivered at the expense and risk
of the holder.

VI. GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. As fiscal agents of the United States,
Federal Reserve Banks are authorized
and requested to receive tenders, to make
such allotments as may be prescribed by
the Secretary of the Treasury, to issue
such notices as may be necessary, to re-
ceive payment for and make delivery of
notes on full-paid tenders allotted, and
they may issue interim receipts pending
delivery of the definitive notes.

2. The Secretary of the Treasury may
at any time; or from time to time, pre-
scribe supplemental or amendatory rules
and regulations governing the offering,
which will be communicated promptly to

the Federal Reserve Banks.
[sEar] GEORGE P. SHULTZ,
Secretary of the Treasury. *

[FR Doc¢.73-23107 Filed 10-26-73;10:05 am]

1 Average price may be at, or more or less
than 100.00,

NOTICES

[Public Debt Serjes—No. 9-T3]

TREASURY NOTES OF SERIES C-1979
Offering of Notes
I. OFFeERmiG OF NOTIES

OcTOBER 25, 1973.

1. The Secretary of the Treasury, pur-
suant to the authority of the Second
Liberty Bond Act, as amended, invites
tenders at a price not less than 938.51
percent of their face value for $2,000,~
000,000, or thereabouts, of notes of the
United States, designated Treasury
Notes of Series C-1979. The interest rate
for the notes will be publicly announced
by the Secretary of the Treasury on
October 29, 1973. An additional amount
of the notes may be allotted by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to Government ac-
counts and Federal Reserve Banks at
the average price of accepted tenders
in exchange for Treasury bonds matur-
ing November 15, 1973. Tenders will be
received up to 1:30 p.m., Eastern Stand-
ard time, Tuesday, October 30, 1973,
under competitive and noncompetitive
bidding, as set forth in Section IIT hereof.
The 413 percent Treasury Bonds of 1973,
maturing November 15, 1973, will be ac~
cepted at par in payment, in whole or in
part, to the extent tenders are allotted
by the Treasury.

II. DescrirTION OF NOTES

1. The notes will bhe dated Novem-
ber 15, 1973, and will bear Interest from
that date, payable semiannually on
May 15 and November 15 in each year
until the principal amount becomes pay-
able. They will mature November 15,
1979, and will not be subject to call for
redemption prior to maturity.

2. The income derived from the notes
is subject to all taxes imposed under the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954. The
notes are subject to estate, inheritance,
gift or other excise taxes, whether Fed-
eral or State, but are exempt from all
taxation now or hereafter imposed on
the principal or interest thercof by any
State, or any of the possessions of the
United States, or by any local taxing
authority. .

3. The notes will be acceptable to se-
cure deposits of public moneys. They
will not be acceptable in payment of
taxes. .

4, Bearer notes with interest coupons
attached, and notes registered as to prin-
cipal and interest, will be issued in de-
nominations of $1,000, $5,000, $10,000,
$100,000, and $1,000,000. Provision will
be made for the interchange of notes of
different denominations and of coupon
and registered notes, and for the trans-
fer.of registered notes, under rules and
regulations prescribed by the Secretary
of the Treasury.

5. The notes will be subject to the gen-
eral regulations of the Department of the
Treasury, now or hereafter prescribed,
governing United States notes.
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III. TENDERS AND ALLOTMENTS

1. Tenders will be received at Federal
Reserve Banks and Branches and at the
Office of the Treasurer of the United
States, Washington, D.C. 20222, up to the
closing hour, 1:30 p.m., Eastern Stand-
ard time, Tuesday, October 30, 1873.
Each tender must state the face amount
of notes bid for, which must be $1,000 or
o multiple thereof, and the price offered,
except that in the case of noncompetitive
tenders the term “noncompetitive”
should be used in leu of z price. In the
case of competitive tenders, the price
must be expressed on the basis of 100,
with two decimals, eg., 100.00. Tenders
at a price less than 93.51 will not be ac-
cepted. Practions may not be used. Non-
competitive tenders from any one bidder
may not exceed $500,000.

2. Commercial banks, which for this
purpose are defined as banks accepting
demand depeosits, may submit tenders for

account of customers provided the names.

of the customers are set forth in such -

tenders. Others than commercial banks
will not be permitted to submit tenders
except for their own account. Tenders
will be received without deposit from
banking institutions for their own ac-
count, federally-insured savings and lean
assoclations, States, political subdivi-
slons or instrumentalities thereof, public
pension and retirement and other puble
funds, International organizations in
which the United States holds member-~
ship, forelgn central banks and foreign
States, dealers who make primary mar-
kets In Government securities and report
daily to the Federal Reserve Bank of New
York their positions with respect to Gov-
ernment securities and borrowings there-
on, and Government acounts. Tenders
from others must be accompanied by pay-
ment (In cash or the 41; percent Treas-
wry Bonds of 1973 which will be accepted
at par) of 5 percent of the face amount
of notes applied for.

3. Immediately after the closing hour
tenders will be opened, following which
public announcement will be made by the
Department of the Treaswry of the
amount and price range of accepted bids.
Those submitting tenders will be advised
of the acceptance or rejection thereof. In
considering the acceptance of tenders,
those at the highest prices will be ac-
cepted to the extent required to attain
the amount offered. Tenders at the low-
est accepted price will be prorated if
necessary. The Secretary of the Treasury
expressly reserves the right to aceept or
reject any or all tenders, in whole or in
part, including the right to accept less
than $2,000,000,000 of tenders, and his
action in any such respect shalt be final.
Subject to these reservafions, noncom-
petitive tenders for $500,000 or less with-
out stated price from any one bidder will
be acepted in full at the average price?
(in two decimals) of accepted competi-

tive tenders.
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4. All bidders are required to agree not
to purchase or sell, or to make any
agreements with respect to the purchase
or sale or other disposition of any notes
of this issue at a specific rate or price,
until after 1:30 p.m., Eastern Standard
time, Tuesday, October 30, 1973.

5. Commercial banks in submitting
tenders will be required to certify that
they have no beneficial interest in any
of the tenders they enter for the account
of their customers, and that their cus-
tomers have no beneficial interest in the
banks’ tenders for their own account.

IV. PAYMENT

1. Settlement for accepted tenders in
accordance with the bids must be made
or completed on or before November 15,
1973, at the Federal Reserve Bank or
Branch or at the Office of the Treasurer
of the United States, Washington, D.C.
20222, in cash, 4% percent Treasury
Bonds of 1973 (interest coupons dated
November 15, 1973, should be detached)
or other funds immediately available by

that date. Payment will not be deemed to"

have been completed where registered
notes are requested if the appropriate
identifying number as required on tax re-
turns and other documents submitted to
the Internal Revenue Service (an indi-
vidual’'s social security number or an
employer identification number) is not
furnished. In every case where full pay-
ment is not completed, the payment with
the tender up to 5 percent of the amount
of notes allotted shall, upon declaration
made by the Secretary of the Treasury
in his discretion, be forfeited to the
United States. When payment is made
with securities, a cash adjustment will be
made to or required of the bidder for any
difference between the face amount of
securities submitted and the amount
payable on the notes allotted.

V. ASSIGNMENT OF REGISTERED SECURITIES

1. Registered securities tendered as de~
posits and in payment for notes allotted
thereunder are not required to be as-
signed if the notes are to be registered in
the same names and form as appear in
the registrations or assignments of the
securities surrendered. Specific instruc-
tions for the issuance .and delivery of
the notes, signed by the owner or his au-
thorized representative, must accompany
the securities presented. Otherwise, the
securities should be assigned by the reg-
istered payees or assignees thereof in ac-
cordance with the general regulations
governing United States securities, as
hereinafter set forth. Notes to be reg-
istered in names and forms different
from those in the inscriptions or assign-
ments of the securities presented should

be assigned to “The -Secretary of the

1Averqge price may be at, or more, or less
than $100.00.

"NOTICES

Treasury for Treasury Notes of Series
C-1979 in the name of (name and tax-~
payer identifying number).” If notes in
coupon form are desired, the assignment
should be to “The Secretary of the Treas-~
ury for coupon Treasury Notes of Senes
C-1979 to be delivered t0 . .__.
Securities tendered in payment should
be surrendered to the Federal Reserve
Bank or Branch or to the Office of the
Treasurer of the United States, Securities
Division, Washington, D.C. 20222, The se-
curities must be delivered at the expense
and risk of the holder.

VI. GENERAL PROVISIONS

1. As fiscal agents of the United States,
Federal Reserve Banks are authorized
and requested to receive tenders, to make
such allotments as may be prescribed by
the Secretary of the Treasury, to issue
such notices as may be necessary, to re-
ceive payment for and make delivery of
notes on full-paid tenders allotted, and
they may issue interim receipts pending
delivery of the definitive notes.

2. The Secretary of the Treasury may
at any time, or from time to time, pre-
scribe supplemental or amendatory rules
and regulations governing the offering,
which will be communicated promptly to
the Federal Reserve Banks.

[seaL] GEORGE P. SHULTZ,
Secretary of the Treasury.

[FR Doc.73-23108 Filed 10-26-73;10:05 am]

[Public Debt Sei-ies—No. 10-73] -

7Y PERCENT TREASURY BONDS OF
1988-93

Offering of Bonds

OCTOBER 25, 1973.

1. The Secretary of the Treasury, pur-
suant to the authority of the Second
Liberty Bond Act, as amended, invites
tenders at a price not less than 95.30
percent of their face value for $300,000,-
000, or thereabouts, of bonds of the
TUnited States; demgnaﬁed 7Y% percent
Treasury Bonds of 1988-93. An additional
amount of the bonds may be allotted by

.

-the Secretary of the Treasury to Govern-

ment accounts and Federal Reserve
Banks in exchange for Treasury bonds
maturing November 15, 1973. Tenders on
a competitive or noncompetitive basis
will be received up to 1:30 p.m., Eastern
Standard time, Wednesday, October 31,
1973. The price for the bonds will be
established as set forth in Section I1II
hereof. The 415 percent Treasury Bonds
of 1973, maturing November 15, 1973, will
be accepted at par in payment, in whole
or in part, to the extent tenders are al-
lotted by the Treasury.

II. DESCRIPTION OF BONDS

1. The bonds now offered will be iden-
tical in all respects with the 7% percent

Treasury Bonds of 1988-93 issued pursu-
ant to Department Circular, Public Debt
Series—No. 6-13, dated July 26, 1973, ex~
cept that interest will accrue from
November 15, 1973. With this exception
the bonds are described in the following
quotation from Department Circuloxr No.
6-73:

“1. The bonds will be dated August 15,
1973, and will bear interest from that
date at the rate of 7% percent per an-
num, payable semiannually on Febrit-
ary 15 and August 15 in each year until
the principal amount bhecomes payable.
They will mature August 15, 1993, but
may be redeemed at the option of the
United States on and after August 15,
1988, in whole or in part, at par and ac-
crued interest on any interest day or
days, on 4 months’ notice of redemption
given in such manner as the Secretary
of the Treasury shall prescribe. In case
of partial redemption, the bonds to be
redeemed will be determined by such
method as may be prescribed by the
Secretary of the Treasury. Erom the date
of redemption designated in any such
notice, interest on the bonds called for
redemption shall cease.

“2. The income derived from the bonds
is subject to all taxes imposed under the
Internal Revenue Code of 1954, The
bonds are subject to estate, inheritance,

. gift or other excise taxes, whether Fed-

eral or State, but are exempt from all
taxation now or hereafter imposed on
the principal or interest thereof by any
State, of the possessions of the United
States, or by any local taxing authority.

“3. The bonds will be acceptable to
secure deposits of public moneys. They
will not be acceptable in payment of
taxes.

“4, Bearer bonds with interest coupons
attached, and bonds registered ag to
prineipal and interest, will be issued in
denominations of $1,000, $5,000, $10,000,
$100,000, and $1,000,000. Provision will
be made for the interchange of bonds

. of different denominations and of cou-

pon and registered bonds, and for the
transfer of registered bonds, under rules
and regulations prescribed by the Secre-
tary of the Treasury.

“5. The bonds will be subject to the
general regulations of the Depsartment
of the Treasury, now or hereafter pre-
scribed, governing United States bonds.”

III. TENDERS AND ALLOTMENTS

1. Tenders will be received at Federal
Reserve Banks and Branches and at the
Office of the “Treasurer of the United
States, Washington, D.C. 20222, up to the
closing hour, 1:30 p.m., Eastern Stand-
ard time, Wednesday, October 31, 1973,
Fach tender must state the face amount
of bonds bid for, which must be $1,000
or & multiple thereof, and the price of-
fered except that in the case of noncom-
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petitive tenders the term “noncompeti-
tive” should be used in lieu of a. price:
In the case of competitive tenders, the
price must be expressed on the basis of
100, with two decimals in a multiple of
.05, e.g., 100.10, 100.05, 100.00, 99.95, etc.
Fractions maynotbeused.

2. Commercial banks, which for this
purpose are defined as banks accepting
demand deposits, may submit tenders for
account of customers provided the names
of the customers are set forth in such
tenders. Others than commercial banks
will not be permitted to submit tenders
except for their own account. Tenders
will be received without deposit from
banking instifutions for their own ac-
count, federally-insured savings and loan
associations, States, political subdivi-
slons or instrumentalities thereof, public
pension and retirement and other public
funds, .international organizations in
which the United States holds member-
ship, forelgn central banks and foreign
States, dealers who make primary mar-
kets in Government securities and report
daily to the Federal Reserve Bank of New

_ Yorktheirpositions with respect to Gov-
ernment securities and borrowings
thereon, and Government accounts. Ten-
ders from others must be accompanied
by payment -(n cash or 45 percent
Treasury Bonds of 1973 which will be
accepted at par) of 5 percent of the face
amount of bonds applied for.

3. In considering the acceptance of
tenders, those at the highest prices will
be accepted in full to the extent required
to attain the amount offered; provided,
however, that tenders at the lowest of
such accepted prices will be prorated if
necessary. All tenders so accepted will be
allotted at the price of the Iowest ac-
cepted tender. Those submitting tenders
will be advised of the acceptance, and
awarded price, or the rejection .of their
bids. ‘The Secretary of the Treasury ex~
pressly reserves the right to accept or
reject any or all tenders, in whole or in
part, including the right to accept less
than -$300,000,000 of tenders, and his
action in any such respect shall be final.
Subject to these reservations noncom-
petitive tenders for $250,000 or less will

be accepted in full at the same price as

NOTICES

accepted competitive tenders. The price
may be $100.00, or more or less than
$100.00.

4, All bidders are required to agree not
to purchase or to sell, or to make any
agreements with respect to the purchase
or sale or other disposition of any bonds
of this issue at a specific rate or price,
until after 1:30 p.m., Eastern Standard
time, Wednesday, October 31, 1973.

5. Commercial banks in submitting
tenders will be required to certify that
they have no beneficial interest in any of
the tenders they enter for the account of
their customers, and that their custom-
ers have no beneficial interest in the
banks’ tenders for their own account.

IV. PAYMENT
1. Settlement for accepted tenders at

‘the price established by the auction plus

$18.75. per $1,000 for accrued interest
from August 15 to November 15, 1973,
must be made or completed on or before
November 15, 1973, at the Federal Re-
serve Bank or Branch or at the Office of
the Treasurer of the United States,
‘Washington, D.C, 20222, in cash, 41} per-
cent Treasury Bonds of 1973 (interest
coupons dated November 15, 1973, should
be detached) or other funds immediately
available by that date. Payment will not
be deemed to have been completed where
registered bonds are requested if the ap-
propriate identifying number as required
on tax returns and other documents sub-
mitted to the Internal Revenue Service
(an individual’s soclal security number
or an employer identification number) is
not furnished. In every case where full
payment is not completed, the payment
with the tender up to 5 percent of ths
amount of bonds allotted shall, upon dec-
Iaration made by the Secretary of the
Treasury in his discretion, be forfeited
to the United States. When payment is
made with securities, a cash adjustment
will be made to or required of the bidder
for any difference between the face
amount of securities submitted and the
amount payable on the bonds allotted.

V. ASSIGNMENT OF REGISTERED SECURITIES

1. Registered securlties tendered as
deposits and in payment for bonds al-
Iotted hereunder are not required to be
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assigned if the bonds are to be registered
in the same names and forms as appear
in the rezistrations or assiznments of the
securitles syrrendered. Specific instruc-~
tions for the issuance and delivery of
the bonds, sicmed by the owner or his au~
thorized reprezentative, must accompany
the securities presented. Otherwise, the
securities should be assigned by the reg~
istered payees or assignees thereof in ac~
cordance with the general regulations
governing United States securities, as
hereinafter set forth. Bonds fo be regis-
tered in nomes and forms different. from
those in the Inscriptions or assismments
of the securities presented should be as<
sicned to ““The Secretary of the Treasmry
for 715 percent Treasiwry Bonds of 1988~
93 in the name of (name and taxpayer
identifying number).?’ If bonds in cot-
pon form are desired, the assignment
should be to ““The Secretary of the Treas-
ury for 7' percent coupon Treasury
Bonds of 1983-93 to be delivered to
———." Securities fendered in
payment should be surrendered to the
Federal Reserve Bank or Branch or to
the Office of the Treasurer of the United
States, Securities Division, Washington,
D.C. 20222. The securities must be deliv-
hemdld at the expense and risk of the
older.

VI. GENERAL PROVISIORS

1. Asfiscal agents of the United States,
Federal Reserve Banks are authorized
and requested to receive tenders, to make
such allotments as may be prescribed. by
the Secretary of the Treasury, to issue
such notices as may be necessary, to
receive payment for and make delivery -
of bonds on full-paid tenders allofted,
and they may issue inferim receipts
pending delivery of the definitive bonds.

2. The Secrefary of the Treaswry may
at any time, or from time to time, pre-
scribe supplemental or amendatory rules
and regulations governing the offering,
which will be communicated promptly to

the Federal Reserve Banks.
[sEarl Georce P. Sgorrz, !
Secretary of the Treasury..

[FR D0¢.73-23103 Filed 10-26-73;10:05 am]
o
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‘Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms
GRANTING OF RELIEF

Notice is hereby given that pursuant to
18 U.S.C., section 925(¢), the following
named persons have been granted relief
from disabilities imposed by Federal laws
with respect to the acquisition, transfer,
receipt, shipment, or possession of fire-
arms incurred by reason of their convic-
tions of crimes punishable by imprison-
ment for a term exceeding one year.

It has been established to my satisfac-

tion that the circumstances regarding
the convictions and each applicant’s rec-

ord and reputation are such that the

applicants will not be likely to act in a
manner dangerous to public safety, and

that the granting of the relief will not be
contrary to the public interest. .
Blickers, Terrence S., 2903 Brookmere Road,

Charlotfesville, Virginia, convicted on July 27, .

1970, in the Corporation Court of the City of
Charlottesville, Virginia, and on November
.26, 1971, in the Albemarle, Virginia, County
Court.

Bradley, John R., P.O. Box 774, Radcliff,
Kentucky, convicted on September 8, 1948, in
the Grayson County Circuit Court, Leitch-
field, Kentucky, and on or about July 29,
1949, in the Jefferson County Circuit Court,
Louisville, Kentucky.

Clark, Denny R., 7422 Spartan Avenue, Nor-
folk, Virginia, convicted on October 22, 1965,
in the Corporation Court, Part II, Norfolk,
Virginia.

Curry, Daniel L., 13016 Southeast 102d
Street, Renton, Washington, convicted on
January 4, 1968, in the Superior Cowrt for
the County of King,.State of Washington.

Davis, George C., 2156 Northeast 52d Street,
'Pompano Beach, Florida, convicted on March

6, 1944, in the Nassau County Court, New -

York.

Felereisen, Sharon Kay Pilgrim, 9725-A
South Ann Boulevard, Harkers Heights,
Texas, convicted on October 13, 1969, in the
TUnited States District Court, District of
Arizona,

Hodges, Ronald Patrick Lee, 1590 Anna
Road, Anderson, California, convicted on or
about September 23, 1958, in the Superior
Court in and for the County of Glenn, Wil-
lows, California, and on November' 5, 19569,
in the Superior Court of the State of
‘Washington. .

Kirk, Inurence S., 9046 Louisiang Street,
Fairchild Air Force Base, Washington, con-
victed on June 1, 1971, in the United States
District Court for the Eastern District of
‘Washington, Northern Division. .

Kirkbride, Ralph D., P.O. Box 157, Chicora,
Pennsylvania, convicted on April 12, 1967, in
the Court of Oyer and Terminer, Butler,
Pennsylvania; April 17, 1967, in the Court of
Quarter Sessions, Indiana, Pennsylvania;
April 21, 1967, in the Court of Quarter Ses-

NOTICES

sions, Armstrong County, Pennsylvania; and
June 13, 1967, in the Court of Oyer and
Terminer, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania,

Laffler, Robert, 8823 Mt. Shasta, E1 Paso,
Texas, convicted on April 7, 1967, in the Dis-
trict Court of E1 Paso, Texas, 34th Judicial
District.

Powell, Merle Lee, 6303 Southwest 18th, Des
Moines, Iowa, convicted on October 1, 1969,
in the Polk County District Court, Iowa.

Provost, Jr., Carroll A. 2850 Goldenrsd
Circle West, Jacksonville, Florida, convicted
on October 9, 1968, in the Criminal Court\Du-
val County, Florida.

Robertson, Robert Leon, P.O. Box 258,
Cherokee Village, Arkansas, convicted on
April 21, 1953, in the Corporation Court of
the Clty of Charlottesville, Virginia,

Stallings, Robert F., 621 Clairmount, De-

troit, Michigan, convicted on September 20,

1940, in the Recorder’s Court, Detroit,
Michigan.

Terrell, Sr., Willle Lee, 33 Savannah Street,
Newman, Georgla, convicted on March 5, 1941,
in the Coweta County Superior Court, New-
man, Georgia.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 17th
day of October 1973.

[sEan] REx D. Davis,
Director, Bureau of Alcahol,

Tobacco and Firearms.
/[FR Doc.73-22905 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

' Comptroller of the Currency

REGIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
BANKING POLICIES AND PRACTICES OF
THE SECOND NATIONAL BANK REGION

Closed Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Public
Law 92-463), notice is hereby given that
a closed meeting of the Comptroller of
the Currency’s Regional Advisory Com-
mittee on Banking Policies and Prac-
tices of the Second National Bank Re-
gion will be held at 8:30 a.m. on Novem-
ber 2-3, 1973, at Dorado Beach Hotel,
Dorado Beach, Puerto Rico.

The purpose of this meeting is to as-
sist the Regional Administrator and
Comptroller of the Currency in a con-
tinuing review of bank regulations and
policies. The meeting will also apprise
agency officials of current conditions and
problems banks are experiencing in the
Second National Bank Region.

It is hereby determined pursuant to
section 19(d) of Public Law 92-463 that
the meeting is concerned with matters
listed in section 552(b) of Title 5 of the
United States Code and particularly with
exceptions (3), (4), and (8) thereof, and
is therefore exempt from the provisions
of section 10(a) (1) and (a)(3) of the
Act (Public Law 92-463) relating to open

-

meetings and public participation

therein.
Dated: October 24, 1973,

[sEaLl James E. Snr,
Compltroller of the Currency.

[FR Doc.73-22941 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

REGIONAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON
BANKING POLICIES AND PRACTICES OF
THE EIGHTH NATIONAL BANK REGION

Closed Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Public
Law 92-463), notice is hereby given that
a closed meeting of the Comptroller of
the Currency’s Regional Advisory Com-
mittee on Banking Policles and Prac-
tices of the Eighth National Bank Re-
gion will be held at 9 a.m, on Novem-
ber 9, 1973, at The Board Room, The
First National Bank of Gatlinburg,
Gatlinburg, Tennessee.

The purpose of this meeting is to as-
sist the Regional Administrator and
Comptroller of the Currency in s con«
tinuing review of bank regulations and
policies. The meeting will also apprise
agency officials of current conditions and
problems banks are experiencing in the
Eighth National Bank Region,

It is hereby determined pursuant to
section 19(d) of Public Law 92-463 that
the meeting is concerned with maftters
listed in section 552(b) of Title 5 of the
United States Code and particularly with
exceptions (3), (4), and (8) thereof, and
is therefore exempt from the provisions
of sectlon 10(a) (1) and (a)(3) of the
Act (Public Law 92-463) relating to
open meetings and public participation
therein,

Dated: October 24, 1973. .

[sEAL] Jarmes E. Smirny,
Comptroller of the Currency.

[FR Doc.73-22942 Filed 10-26-73;8:456 am]

Internal Revenue Service
[Order No. 97 (Rev. 11) ]
ASSISTANT'COMMS_S}&NER (TECHNICAL)

Delegation of Authority

Pursuant to authority granted to the
Commissioner of Internal Revenue by
26 CFR 301.7121-1(a) ; Treasury Depaxt-
ment Order No. 150-32, dated Novem-
ber 18, 1953; Treasury Department Order
No. 150-36, dated August 17, 1954 (C.B.
1954-2, '7133) ; and Treasury Department
Order No. 150-83, dated August 21, 1973,
subject to the transfer of authority cov-
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ered in Treasury Department Order No.
221, datefl June 6, 1972.

1. The Asistant Commissioner (Tech-
nical) is hereby authorized to enter into
and approve a written agreement with
any person relating to the internal reve-
nue tax lability of such person (or of the
person or estate for whom he acts) in
respect of any prospective transactions
or completed transactions affecting re-
turns to be filed.

2. The Assistant Commissioner (Com-
plianee) vis hereby authorized to enter
into and approve a written agreement
with any person relating to the internal
revenue tax liability of such person (or
of the person or estate for whom he acts)
for 'a taxable period or periods ended
prior to the date of agreement and re-
Iated specific items affecting other tax-
able periods. The Assistant Commissioner
(Compliance) is also authorized to enter
into and approve a written agreement
with any person relating to the internal
revenue tax liability of such person (or
of the person or estate for whom he acts)
with respect to the performance of his
functions as the competent authority in
the administration of the operating pro-

. visions of the tax conventions of the

United States.

3. Regional Commxssmners, Assistant
"Regional Commissioners (Appellate);
Assistant Regional Commissioners
(Audib) ; District Directors; Director of
International Operations; Chiefs, Asso~
ciate Chiefs, Assistant Chiefs, and Con-
feree-Special  Assistants, Appellate
Branch Offices, are hereby authorized in
cases under their jurisdiction. (but ex-
cluding cases docketed before the United
States Tax Court) to enter into and ap-
prove a written agreement with any per-
son relating to the internal revenue tax

- liability of such person (or of the person

or estate for whom he acts) for a taxable
periodor periods ended prior to the date

- of agreement and related specific items
affecting other taxable periods..

4. Regional Commissioners; Assistant
Regional Commissioners (Appelate);
Chiefs, Associate Chiefs, Assistant Chiefs,
and Conferee-Special Assistants, Appel-
late Branch Offices, are hereby author-
ized in cases under their jurisdiction
docketed in the United States Tax Court
to enter into and approve a written
agreement with any person relating to
the internal revenue tax liability of
such person (or of the person or estate
for whom he acts) but only in respect to
related specific items affecting other tax-
able periods.

5. The Director of International
Operations is hereby authorized to enter
into and approve a written agreement
with any person relating to the internal
revenue tax liability of such person (or of
the person or estate for whom he acts) to
provide for the mitigation of economic
double taxation under section 3 of Reve-
nue Procedure 64-54, C.B. 1964-2, 1008,
under Revenue Procedure 72-22, ILR.B.
1972-13, and under Revenue Procedure
69-13, C.B. 1969-1, 402, and to enter into
and approve & written agreement provid-
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ing the treatment available under Reve-
nue Procedure 65-17, C.B. 1865-1, 833.
6. The authority delegated herein does
not include the authority to cet aside
any closing agreement.
7. Authority delegated in this Order
may not be redelegated, except that the

. Assistant Commissioner (Technical) may

redelegate the authority contained in
paragraph 1 to the Deputy Assistant
Commissioner (Technical) and to the
Technical Advisors on the Staff of the
Assistant Commissioner (Technical) for
cases that do not involve precedent is-
sues and the Assistant Commissioner
(Compliance) may redelegate the au-
thority contained in paragraph 2 of this
Order to the Deputy Assistant Commis-
sioner (Compliance).

8. Delegation Order No. 97 (Rev. 10)
issued July 14, 1971 is hereby superseded.

E.Eective: October 19, 1973.
Issued: October 19, 1973.

[sEaLl Donatp C, ALEXANDER,
Commissioner.
[FR Doc.73-22943 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management
[OR 9540 (YWash.)]
WASHINGTON

Notice of Proposed Withdrawal and
Reservation of Lands

OcroBER 18, 1973,

The Bureau of Sport Fisherles and
Wildlife, Department of the Interior, has
filed an application, Serial No. OR 9540
(Wash.) for the withdrawal of public
lands described below from all forms of
appropriation under the public land laws,
including the mining laws but not from
leasing under the mineral leasing laws.
The lands consist of 84 small islands, is-
land groups, rocks, or reefs located in
the San Juan Islands Group offshore
from the mainland of the State of
‘Washington,

Ten of these islangs have already been
withdravm and set aside as national
wildlife refuges pursuant to Executive
Order 1959, Executive Order 7595, Public

WRLANETTE MERIDIAN,
*Asterisks identify logal deserdptions ef surveyed lands,
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Land Order 4889, Public Land Order
2249, and Public Land Order 4148. The
applicant desires to consolidate all of
the islands under one new refuge to be -
deslgnated as the San Juan Xslands Na-
tional Wildlife Refuge which will facili-
tate the management of migratory birds
for which the United States has a re~
sponsibllity under international treaties
and to further effectuate the purposes of
the Migratory Bird Conservation Act.

All persons who wish to submit com-
ments, suggestions, or objections in con-
nection with the proposed withdrawal
may present thelr views in wwriting no
later than November 26, 1973, to the
undersigned officer of the Bureaun of Land
Monagement, Department of the Inte-
rior (729 NE. Oregon Street), P.O. Box
2865, Portland, Orezon 97203.

The authorized officer of the Bureau
of Land Management will undertake
such investigations as are necessary to
determine the existing and potential de-
mand for the lands and their resources.
He will also undertake negotiations with
the applicant agency with the view of
adjusting the application to reduce the
area to the minimum essential to meet
the applicant’s needs to provide for the
maximum concurrent utilization of the
lands for purposes other than the appli-
cant’s to eliminate lands needed for pur-
poses more essential than the applicant’s
and to reach agreement on the concur-
rent management of the Iands and their
Tesources. )

He will also prepare a report for con-
slderation by the Secretary of the Inte-
rlor who will determine whether or not
the additional 74 islands will be with~
dravn as requested by the Bureau of
Sport Fisheries and Wildlife. The deter-
mination of the Secretary on the appli-
cation will be published in the Feperav
REGISTER. A separate notice will be sent
to each interested party of record. If cir-
cumstances warrant it, a public hearing
will be held at a convenient time and
place which will be announced.

The lands involved are islands, and are
shown on United States Coast and Geo-
detic Survey Chart No. 6380 on file in
this office. The islands are all unsurveyed
except as otherwise noted and are de-
scribed as follows: ~

Wasunieronw

Legal diseriptions appearing In parcathesos fndieato unrurveyed lands, and are tentative. .

No. Namse Deseriptien

Remarks

1 Smallishnd 0.1 45229457 N.A2ZG1M2 W, (T. 25

&SN, R.1W,

cerg e
2 2unnamed 45723687 NLA227LY85" & W, (T.33N., R.1W., 2cmall {:%0ds5 directly northeast of Ram
islands 0.5 R.Mle\".) 45703 '45” N., !12‘2“»'.:43"\ {T.35N.,  Iland.
oere
3 Unnsmed 43“27’6“' N il‘”".’:v’l..." Ww. (T.3t N, R.1W,, Enswn o3 FortrecsIcland,
{sland 3.2cercs 2. 5) .
4 Unnamed 45“’"'0{" NAZTH W, (TL 3N, R 1 W, Enoswnos Skoll Yeland,
jsland Q.5 ocrs 502, 5)
& VUnnamed 4577457 NL 122705267 W (T 24 N., R.1W.,, Ensvm s CrabTsland,
- _{Slapd 0.Goero | £, 7)
6 B%%!dcr Island 433’"':" N ﬂ_" G W, (L3N, R.1W,
.9 percs 208,
7 D:nild.san rock 4‘5’-“’{’45" . _41?2‘45"“ W (DL3EN, R1IW, -
acre .
8 Cag%e Itland 43°"'LS" NP W (TLEE N, R.1W,
.3 acres
9 3unnamed 43" "“’" NAZPLT’W. (TSN, R.1W, 3 L"Zets Im'cd {mmediately west of Castls
islands3aeres  son. ..)
10 3 48225 27 N2 W (TLeE N, R.AW,, 3 rccky 2283 cituated at thy conth slda ol
m»ksa"‘acr" 5o 19) ihg&n!mzﬁa to Al:ck Bay, knswo o3
AW e
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WILLAMETTE MERIDIAN, WASEINGTON—Continued

No. . Name Description

Remarks

3

het] 'ruml'sland
80 4Bu‘d Bocks,
3acres

*81 3 thgsmioils

sec, 17, Iot 1; sec. 18 lo
°29'12’ N.I122°

sec. 8, lots 1and 2).

45732706 N.M122°57'47 W. ('1‘. BN, B.2W,,
W (T. BN, B.1W;
-45“25'58” "N.J122°42°18" W, (T. 34 N,R.1E,

82 Colvﬂle Island, 48°24’57£, x%mm" W.(T.34N, R.1W,,
*83 Blicklsland, 48927’03"1\? 1122"’55'12” W. (T.34 N, R.2W,,

acre 10, Iot 7).
84 Bare Island,
3 acres sec. I).

45°43'48" N./123°0048” W. (T.37N., R.3W,,

IrvinGg W. ANDERSON,
Chief, Branch of
Lands and Alinerals Operations.

[FR Doc.73-22763 Filed 10-26-73;8:46 am)

VALE TISTRICT ADVISO'RY BOARD
Notice of Meeting
Notice is hereby given that the Vale

" District Advisory Board will hold a meet-

ing on November 29, 1973, and January
16 and 17, 1974, at 9 a.m. The meeting
will be held at the Vale District Office

conference room 365 A St.”West, Vale,

Oregon. Agenda for the initial meeting
will include: (1) District reports on tem-
porary range use adjustments and pro-
posed conversion for yearling operations;
(2) review of wild free roaming horse and
burro rezulations; (3) discussion of pro-
posed rule making; (4) considering ap-
plications and making recommendations
for grazing privileges on National Re-
source Lands for the 1974 grazing season.

The agenda for the second meeting will
include: (1) Hearing protests on pro-
posed "allocation of grazing privileges;
(2) reports on district programs includ-
ing range, watershed, lands and min-
erals, wildlife and recreation, and pro-
posed plans for the following fiscal year.

The meetings will be open to the pub-
lic as space allows. Time will be available
for a limited number of brief statements
by members of the public. Those wishing
to make an oral statement shonld inform
the Advisory Board Chairman prior to
the meeting of the Board. Any interested
person may file a written statement with
the Board for its consideration. Written
statements should be submitted to the
Advisory Board Chairman, c/o District
Manager, Bureau of Land Management,
Post Office Box 700, Vale, Oregon 97918,

GEORGE R. GuUmg,
District 3lanager.

OcTOBER 16, 1973.
[FR Doc.73-22875 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

OUTER CONTINENTAL SHELF, OFFSHORE
" LOUISIANA

_ Notice of Availability of Draft Environ-

-mental Impact Statement and of Public
Hearing Regarding Possible Oil and Gas
Lease Sale
Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the

National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Department of the Interior has
prepared & draft environmental impact
statement relating to s possible Outer

Continental Shelf general oil and gas
lease sale of 215 tracts of submerged
lands on the Outer Continental Shelf in
the Gulf of Mexico offshore Louisiana.

Single copies of the draft environ-
mental statement can be obtained from
the Office of the Manager, New Orleans
Outer Continental Shelf Office, Bureau
of Land Management, Suite 3200, The
Plaza Tower, 1001 Howard Avenue, New
Orleans, Louisiana 70113, and from the
Office of Public Affairs, Bureau of Land
Management (130), Washington, D.C.
20240. Additional copies may be obtained
by writing the National Technical Infor-
mation Service, Department of Com-
merce, Springfleld, Virginia 22151.

Copies of the draft environmental
statement will also be available for pub-
lic review in the main public libraries in
the following cities: Baton Rouge, Lafay-
ette, and New Orleans, Louisiana.

A composite map of the area of the
Gulf of Mexico offshore Louisiana, upon
which tracts being considered for leasing
have been depicted, and a listing of these
tracts may also be obtained from either
the Bureau of Land Management's New
Orleans Outer Continental Shelf Office
or the Office of Public Affairs, Bureau of
Land Management at the above listed
addresses.

In accordance with 43 CFR 33014, &
public hearing will be held beginning at
9 a.m. on November 28, 1973, in the Tu-
lane Room, Braniff Place, 1500 Canal
Street, New Orleans, Louisiana 70112, for
the purpose of receiving comments and
suggestions‘relating to the possible lease
sale. The hearing has been scheduled to
extend through November 29.

The hearing will provide the Secretary
with adgditional information from both
the public and private sectors to help
evaluate fully the potential effects of the
possible offering of the 215 tracts on the
total environment, aquatic resources,
aesthetics, recreation and other resources
in the entire area during the exploration,
development, and operation phases of
the leasing program.

The hearing will also provide the Sec-
retary, under section 102(2)(C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, with the opportunity to recelve
additional comments and views of inter-
ested state and local agencles,

29833

Interested individuals, representatives
of organizations and public officials wish-
ing to testify at the hearing are requested
to contact the Manager, New Orleans
Outer Continental Shelf Office, Bureau
of Land Management, at the above listed
address by 4:15 p.m., November 21, 1973.
Written comments from those unable to
attend the hearing should be addressed
to the Director (Atin: 392), Bureau of
Land Management, U.S. Department of
the Interior, Washington, D.C. 20240. The
Department will accept written festi-
mony and comments on the draft en-
vironmental statement until December
10, 1973. This should allow ample fime
for those unable to testify at the hearing
to make their views known and for the
submission of supplemental materials by
those presenting oral testimony. Time
limitations make it necessary fo limit the
lencth of oral presentations to ten min-
utes. An oral statement may be supple-
mented, however, by a more complete
written statement which may be sub-
mitted to the hearing officer at the time
of presentation of the oral sfatement.
Written statements presented in person
at the hearing will be considered for in-
clusion in the hearing record. To fhe ex-
tent that time is available after presen-
tation of oral statements by those who
have given advance notice, the hearinz
officer will give others present an op-
portunity to be heard. .

After all testimony and comments have
been received and analyzed, a final en-
vironmental statement will be prepared.

Ep HasTEY,
Acting Associate Director,
Bureau of Lend Management.

Approved: October 26, 1973.

Jouxn M. SErL,
Deputy Assistant Secretary
of the Interior. .

[FR Doc.73-23161 Filed 10-26-73;12:09 pm]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Agricultural Marketing Service

HANDLING OF ORANGES, GRAPEFRUIT,
TANGERINES, AND TANGELOS GROWN
IN FLORIDA

Shippers Advisory Committee; Meeting

Pursuant to the provisions of section
10(a) (2) of Public Law 92-463, notice is
hereby given of a meeting of the Ship-
pers Advisory Committee established
under Marketing Order No. 905 (7 CFR
Part 805). This order regulates the han-
dling of oranges, grapefruit, tangerines,
and tangelos grown in Florida and is ef-
fective pursuant to the provisions of the
Agricultural Marketing Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended (7 US.C. 601-674).
The committee will meet in the audifo-
rium of the Florida Citrus Mutual Build-
ing, 302 South Massachusetis Avenue,
Lakeland, Florida, at 10:30 am., Iocal
time, on November 6, 1973.

The meeting will be open to the public
and o brief period will be set aside for
public comments and questions. The
agenda of the committee includes the
recelpt and review of market supply and
demand information incidental to con-
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¥

sideration of the need for modification
of current grade and size limitations ap-
plicable to domestic and export ship-
ments of the named fruits, a shipping
holiday regulation at Thanksgiving, and
container and pack requirements for ex-
port shipments.

The names of comm1ttee members,
agenda, summary of the meeting and
other information pertaining to the
meeting may be obtained from Frank D.
Trovillion, Manager, Growers Adminis-
trative Committee, P.O. Box R, Lake-
land, Florida 33802; telephone 813-
682-3103.

Dated October 25, 1973.

Jornw C. Brum,
Deputy Administrator,
Regulatory Programs.

[FR Doc.13-23091 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

Forest Service

GILA NATIONAL FOREST GRAZING
ADVISORY BOARD

Notice of Meeting

The Gila National Forest Grazing Ad-
visory Board will meet at 10 a.m., No-
vember 14, 1973 at Forest Service Con-
ference Room, 304 North Hudson Street,
Silver City, New Mexico. This meeting
is being held as a substitute for the one
originally scheduled for October 25, 1973.

The purpose of this meeting is:

1. Review and discuss & proposed adjust-
ment in the grazing permit on the Devils

Park Allotment, Glenwood Ranger District\

of the Gila National Forest.

2. Items or problems the Board may wlsh
to discuss.

3. Items or problems which outside parties
may wish to bring before the Board.

The meeting will be open to the public.
Dated October 17, 1973.

R. C. JOBENSON,
Forest Supervisor.

[FR Doc.73-22874 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

Soil Conservation Service
FIRST CAPITOL Wvl‘\,'ll‘sERSHED PROJECT,

Availability of Draft Environmental
Statement

Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the
National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Soll Conservation Service, U.S.
Department of Agriculture, has prepared
a draft environmental statement for the
First Capitol Watershed Project, Lafay-
ette and JYowa Counties, Wisconsin,
USDA-SCS-ES-WS—-(ADM)-74-19(D).

The environmental statement concerns
a plan for watershed protection, flood
prevention, and fish and wildlife im-
provement. The planned works of im-
provement include conservation land
treatment, supplemented by 4 flocdwater

retarding structures and 1.5 miles of
smallmouth bass stream improvement.

Copies are available during regular
working hours at the following locations:

Sofl Conservation Service, USDA, South Agri-
culture Building, Room 5227, 14th and In-

NOTICES

dependence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C.
20250.

Soil Conservation Service, USDA, P.O. Box
4248, Madison, Wis., 53711, -

~ _Copies are also available from the Na~-

tional Technical Information Service,
U.S. Department of Commerce, Spring-~
field, Virginia 22151, Please use name and
number of statement above when order-
ing. The estimated cost is £5.30.

Copies of the draft environmental
statement have been sent for comment
to various Federal, State, and local
agencies as outlined in the Council on
Environmental Quality Guidelines. Com-
ments are also invited from others hav-
ing knowledge of or special expertise on
environmental impacts.

Comments concerning the proposed
action or requests for additional infor-
mation should be addressed to Richard
W. Akeley, State Conservationist, P.O.
Box 4248, Madison, Wisconsin 53711,

Comments must be received on or be-
fore December 18, 1973 in order to be

considered in the preparation of the final

environmental statement.

(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 10.904, National Archives Reference
Services.)

Dated Octqber 19, 19%73.
JosepH W. Haas,
Acting . Deputy Administrator
for Water Resources, Soil
Conservation Service.
[FR Doc.73-22873 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health
Administration

* MENTAL HEALTH SMALL GRANT
COMMITTEE

Notice of Meeting

The Interim Administrator, Alcohol,
Drug Abuse, and Mental Health Adminis-
tration, announces the meeting dates and
other required informatijon for the fol-
lowing National Advisory Body scheduled
to assemble the month of November 1973.

Committes Date, time, Type of meeting
name place and/or
contact person
Mental Health November 12- Open4 p.m.-5 p.m.,
Small Gra , , 1 ovember 12,
Committee p.m., Suites Closed otherwise.
315 and 415, Contect Stephanio
Fairfax Hotel, B. Stolz, 301-443-
+ Washington, 4337, Pm'klawn
D.C. Bldg., Roo:
10014 5600 Fx:h-
ers Lane, Rock-
ville, Md. 20352,

Purpose. The committee is charged
with the initial review of small grant ap-
plications for Federal assistance in the
program areas administered by the Na-
tional Institute of Mental Health.

Agenda. From 4 p.m. to 5 p.m., Novem-
ber 12, the meeting will be open for dis-
cussion of administrative announce-
ments and legislative developments.
Otherwise, the Committee will be per-
forming initial review of grant applica-
tions for Federal assistance and will not

be open to the public, in accordence with
the determination by the Interim Ad-
ministrator, Alcohol, Drug Abusge, end
Mental Health Administration, pursuant
to the provisions of Public Law 92-463,
Section 10(d).

Substantive information may be ob-
tained from the contact person lsted
above.

The NIMH Information Officer who
will furnish summaries of the meeting
and rosters of the committee membersy 1s
Mr. Edward Long, Deputy Director, Of«
fice of Communications, National Insti-
tute of Mental Health, Room 15-105,
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lano,
Rockville, Maryland 20852, telephone
443-3600.

Dated October 23, 1973.

HARrY CAIN,
Acting Interim Adminisirator,
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and
ggentaz Health Admintsira-
10Mm.

[FR Doc.73-22911 Flled 10-26-73;8:46 am]

Assistant Secretary for Administration and
Management Office

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT
OF 1969 (NEPA)

Availability of Copies of Revised
Compliance Procedures

Pursuant to the requirements of sec~
tion 102(2) (C) of the National Environ-
mental Policy Act of 1969, Executive
Order 11514, and the August 1, 1973,
Council on Environmental Quality gulde~
lines, 38 FR 20550, this Department has
revised its compliance procedures, effec-
tive immediately. The revised procedures
supersede the interim procedures pub-
lished December 11, 1971, 36 FR 23676,

This Department is in the process of
preparing propsed regulations to be pub-
lished in the FeEperAL REGISTER later this
year based on the text of these pro-
cedures. Copies of the procedures are
available by contracting: Acting Direc-
tor, Office of Environmental Affairs,
Room 4740, HEW North, 330 Independ-
ence Ave. SW., Washington, D.C. 20201}
or the Regional Environmental Officor
f%xi- any of the Department’s ten reglonal
offices.

Dated: October 17, 1973.

RoBERT H. MARIK,
Assistant Secretary for
Administration and Management,

[FR Doc.73-22064 Filed 10-26-~73;8:45 am}

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Federal Disaster Assistance
Administration

[FDAA-403-DR; Dockot No, NFD-133]

KANSAS
Amendment to Notice of Major Disaster

Notice of major disaster for the State
of Kansas, dated September 28, 1973, and
amended October 2, 1973, and October
4, 1973, is hereby further amended to in-
clude the following counties among thoso
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counties determined to have been ad-
versely affiected by the catastrophe de-
clared a major disaster by the President
. in his declaration of September 28, 1973,

The counties of:

Atchison -Lincoln .

Brown Linn

Coffee Lyon

Cowley Lforris
Namsahs

Greenwood Pottawatomie

Jackson Riley

Jefferson Shawnee
Woodson
Wyandotte

(Catalog of Féderal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 50.002, Disaster Assistance.)

Dated October 19, 1973.

‘TeOoMAS P. DUNNE,
Administrator, Federal Disas-
ter Assistance Administration.
[FR Doc.73-22923 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[FDAA-406-DR; Docket No, NFD-133]

NEBRASKA

Notice of Major Disaster and Related
. Determinations

Pursuant to the authority vested in the
Secretary of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment by the President under Executive
Order 11725 of June 27, 1973; and dele-
gated to me by the Secretary under De-
Dartment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment Delegation of Authority, Docket
No. D-73-238; and by virtue of the Act
of December 31, 1970, entitled “Disaster
Relief Act of 1970” (84 Stat. 1744), as
amended by Public Law 92-209 (85 Stat.
742) ; notice is hereby given that on Oc-
tober 20, 1973, the President declared a

- major disaster as follows:

I have determined that the damage in cer-
tain areas of the State of Nebraska resulting
from severe storms and flooding, beginning
about September 25, 1973, is of sufficlent
severity and magnitude to warrant a major

" declaration under Public Law 91—
B06. I therefore declare that such a major
disaster exists in the State of Nebraska. You
are to determine the specific areas within the
State eligible for Federal assistance under
‘this declaration, -

Notice is hereby given that pursuant
to the authority vested in the Secretary
of Housing and Urban Development un-
der Executive Order 11725, and dele-
gated fo me by the Secretary under De-
partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment Delegation of Authority, Docket
No. D-73-238, to administer the Disaster
Relief Act of 1970 (Public aw 91-606,
as amended) , T hereby appoint Mr. Fran-
cis X. Tobin, HUD Region 7, to act as the
Federal Coordinating Officer to perform
the duties specified by section 201 of that
Act forthis disaster.,

I do hereby determine the following
areas in the State of Nebrasks to have
been adversely affected by this declared
major disaster: i

The Counties of:
. Clay Otoe
Gage Pawnee
Jefferson Richardson
Johnson Saline
Nemahsa ‘Thayer
Nuckolis ‘Webster —_—

NOTICES -

This disaster has been deslgnated ss
FDAA-406-DR.

Dated October 20, 1973.

(Catalog of Federal Domestlo Assistance Pro-
gram No. §0.002, Dicaster Assistance.)

WiLriAxt E, CROCKETT,
Acting Administrator, Federal
Disaster Assistance Adminis=-
{ration.

[FR Doc.73-22922 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

AIR CARRIER DISTRICT OFFICE AT UTICA,
N.Y. AND  FLIGHT STANDARDS DIS-
TRICT OFFICE AT ROCHESTER, N.Y.

Disestablishment and Establishment

Notice is hereby given that the Alr
Carrier District Office at Utfca, New
York, has been consolidated and incor-
porated within the existing General Avi-
ation District Office at Rochester, New
York, on September 1, 1973, Concur-
rently, the Rochester General Aviation
District Office will be redesienated as a
Flight Standards -District Office. Yhile
continuing to provide services fo general
aviztion, the Flight Standards District
Office, in addition, has assigned respon-
sibilities for air carrler services formerly
provided by the Utiea Alr Carrler Dis-
trict Office. Communications to the
Flight Standards District Office should
be addressed as follows:

Flight Standards District Office, Department
of Transportation, Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Rochester-Monroe County Alr-
port, Rochester, N.Y, 14624,

(Sec. 813(n), 72 Stat. 762 (49 US.C. 135%))

Issued in New York, N.Y., on August 15,

1973,
L. J. Canpnoriaxz,
~  Acting Director, Eastern. Region.

[FR Doc,73-22899 Flled 10-26-73;8:45 am}

AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER AT
BLOOMINGTON, IND.

Notice of Commissioning

Notice is hereby given that on Septem-
ber 21, 1973 the Bloomington Air Traffic
Contrgl Tower at Monroe County Air-
port, Bloomington, Indiana, has been
commissioned. This information will be
refiected in the FAA Organization State-
ment the next time it is refssued.

(Sec. 313(a), 72 Stat. 752 (48 US.C. 1354))
Issued in Des Plaines, Ilinofs, on Au--

gust 31, 1973,
R. O. Zi=cLEeR,
Director, Great Lal:es Region.

[FR Doc.73-22302 Filed 10-20-73;8:45 am]
AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER AT
DANVILLE, ILL.

Notice of Commissioning

Notice is hereby given that on Sep-
tember 18, 1973, the Danville Afr Trafiic
Control Tower located at Vermilion
County Airport, Danville, Dlinols, has
been commissioned. This information
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will be reflected in the PAA Organization
Statement the next time it is reissued.

(See. 313(a), 72 Stat, 7152 (49 U.S.C. 135¢).)
Issued in Des Plaines, Illinois, on Au-
gust 31, 1873. . .
R. 0. Z1EGLER,
Director, Great Lakes Region.
[FB Doc.73-22301 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

AIR TRAFFIC CONTROL TOWER AT
WEST LAFAYETTE, IND.

Notice of Commissioning

Notice is hereby given that on Au-
gust 30, 1973, the Lafayette Air Traffic
Control Tower at Purdue Universify Air-
port, West Lafayette, Indiana, has been
commissioned. This information will be
reflected in the FAA Organization State-
ment the next time it is relssued.

(Sec. 313(a), 72 Stat. 752 (49 U.S.C. 1354))
Issued in Des Plaines, Xlinois, on Au-
gust 27, 1973.-
Lyre K. BROWN,
Director, Great Lakes Region.
[FR Doc.73-22300 Filed 10~25-73;8:45 am]

Federal Highway Administration
LOUISIANA
Natice of Proposed Action Plan

‘The Louislana Department of High-
ways has submitted to the Federal High-
way Administration of the U.S. Depart-
ment of Transportation a proposed Ac-
tion Plan as reguired by Policy and Pro-
cedure Memorandum 904 issued on June
1, 1073. The Action Plan outlines the or-
ganizational relationships, the assign-
ments of responsibility, and the proce-
dures to be used by the State to assure
that economlie, social and environmental
effects are fully consldered in developing
hichway projects and that final decisions
on highway projects are made in the best
overall public interest, taking into con-
sideration: (1) Needs for fast, safe and
efficient transportation; (2) Public serv-
ices; and (3) Costs of eliminating or
minimizing adverse effects.

The proposed Action Plan Is available
{or public review at the following loca-
tions:

1. Loulslana "~ Department of EHighways,
Eocom 282, Highway Department Main
Ofiice Bullding, 1201 Capitol Access
Road, Baton Rouge, La. 70302,

4, Loulsiana Division Office—FHWA, Room
239, Federal Bullding, 750 Florida Street,
Baton Rouge, La. T0801.

3. FEWA Rezlonal Office—Rezion 6, 819 Tay-
lor Street, Fort Worth, Tex. 76102.

4. U.S. Department of Transportation, Fed-
eral Hizhway Administration, Environ-
mental Development Division, Nassif
Bullding, Room 3246, 400 7th Street SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20530,

Comments from interested groups and
the public on the proposed Action Plan
are invited. Comments should be sent to
the FHWA Regional Office shown above
before November 23, 1973.

Issued on October 23, 1973.

NoORBERT T. TIEMANK,
Federal Highuway Administrator.

[FR Doc.73-22832 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]
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ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION
{Docket Nos. 50-404, 50-406]
VIRGINIA ELECTRIC AND POWER CO.
Redesignation of Chairman

In the matter of Virginia Electric and
Power Company (North Anna Power Sta-
tion, Units 3 and 4).

The Chairman previously designated
in this proceeding is unavailable for the
conduct of this hearing. The previously
designated Alternate Chairman js un-
available because of schedule conflicts.

Accordingly, John B, Farmakides, Esq.,
is appointed Chairman of this Board.
His address is Atomic Safety and Licens~
ing Board Panel, U.S. Atomic Energy
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20545.
Reconstitution of the Board in this man-
ner is in accordance with section 2.704
(d) of the rules of practice, as amended.

It is so ordered.

Dated at .Washington, D.C., this 23d
day of October 1973.

By the Commission.

PauL C. BENDER,
Secretary of the Commission.

[FR Doc.713-22969 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[Docket 50-289]
METROPOLITAN EDISON COMPANY,
ET AL ,

Notice of Hearing
’ OcCTOBER 25, 1973.
The evidentiary hearing* in the above
entitled case will commence on Monday, .
November 5, 1973 at 10:00 a.m. local time
in i 3
Room No. 3, Public Utility Commission, Com-
merce and North Streets, Harrisburg, Pa.
17120,
Persons desiring to make hm1ted ap-
pearances will be heard on Tuesday
“morning, November 6, 1973. »
It is so ordered.

Issued at Washington, D.C., this 25th
day of October, 1973. .

For the Atomic Safety and Licensing
Board:
CHARLES A. HASKINS,
- Chairman.

[FR Doc.73-23005 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD.
[Docket 23333; Order 73-10-72] °
INTERNATIONAL AIR TRANSPORT
ASSOCIATION

Order Relating to Specific Commodity
Rates
OCTOBER 18, 1973.
An agreement has been filed with the
Board pursuant to section 412(a) of the
Federal Aviation Act of 1958 (tHe Act)

1For further information regarding this
proceeding see orders of this Board dated
September 13 and October 16, 1973, on file
in the Public Proceedings Branch, AEC, 1717
H Street NW., Washington, D.C.; and in the .
Government Publication Section, State Li-
brary of Pennsylvania, Education Building,
Box 1601, Harrishurg, Pennsylvania,

NOTICES

and Part 261 of the Board’s Economic
Regulations between various air carriers,
foreign air carriers, and other carriers
embodied in the resolutions of Traffic
Conference 3 of the International Air
Transport Association (IATA), and
adopted pursuant to the provisions of
Resolution 590 dealing with speciﬁc com-
modity rates.

The agreement names an additional
specific commodity rate, as set forth be-~
low, reflecting a reduction from general
cargo rates; and was adopted pursuant
to unprotested notices to the carriers and
promulgated in an IATA letter -dated
October 10, 1973.

Specific Description
commodity and rate
.item No. ‘

1081 Baby Poultry, 22.95 TXK.
pence (60 U.S. cents) per
kg., minimum weight 100
kgs., from Auckland to
Pago Pago.

Pursuant to authority duly delegated
by the Board in the Board’s Regulations,
14 CFR 385.14, it is not found that the
subject agreement is adverse to the pub-
lic interest or in violation of the Act, pro-
vided that approval is subject to the con-
dition hereinafter ordered.

Accordingly, it is ordered That:

Agreement C.A.B. 23990 be and hereby
is approved, provided that approval shall
not constitute approval of the specific
commodity description contained therein
for purposes of tariff publication; pro-
vided further that tariff filings shall be
marked to become effective on not less
than 30 days’ notice from the date of
filing.

Persons entitled to petition the Board

for review of this order, pursuant to the

Board’s regulations, 14 CFR 385.50, may
file such petitions within ten days after
the date of service of this order.

This order shall be effective and be-

“come the action of the Civil Aeronautics

Board upon expiration of the above pe-
riod, unless within such period a petition
for review thereof is filed or the Board
gives notice that it will review this order
on its own motion.

) This order will be published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER.

[sEAL] EpwiIN Z. HOLLAND,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22962 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

CIVIL SERVICE COMMISSION
Commission on Civil Rights

REVOCATION OF AUTHORITY TO MAKE
NONCAREER EXECUTIVE ASSIGNMENT

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission revokes the authority of
the Commission on Civil Rights to fill by
noncareer executive assignment in the

excepted service the position of Director, .

Congressional Liaison, Office of the Staff
Director.
UNITED STATES Crvn. SERV-
ICE COMMISSION,
[seaL] James C. SPRY,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.73-22946 Filed 10-26-73; 8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION,
AND WELFARE

Notice of Grant of Authority To Make a
Noncareer Executive Assignment

Under authority of §9.20 of Civil Serv-
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission authorizes the Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare
to fill by noncareer executive assignment
in the excepted service the position of
Deputy Assistant Seoretary for Human
Development, Office of the Assistant Sec-
retary for Human Development, Offico of
the Secretary.

Un1rep States Civil Sprv-
1cE COMMISSION,
James C. Spry,
Executive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.73-22062 Filed 10-26-73;8:456 am]

[sEAL]

Department of the Interior

GRANT OF AUTHORITY TO MAKE
NONCAREER EXECUTIVE ASSIGNMENT

Under authority of § 9.20 of Civil Serv«
ice Rule IX (5 CFR 9.20), the Civil Serv-
ice Commission guthorizes the Depart-
ment of the Interior to fill by noncareer
executive assignment in the excepted
service the position of Deputy Director,
National Park Service.

UnNiTED STATES CIVIL SERV-
1cE COMMISSION,
James C. SPrY,
Ezxecutive Assistant to
the Commissioners.

[FR Doc.vé-zzgm Filed 10~26-73;8:46 nm]

[sEaL]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY -

WATER QUALITY INFORMATION
Notice of Publication

Notice is hereby given that proposed
Water Quality Information has this
date been published by the Environ-
mental Protection Agency as Volume II
of a two-volume publication in accord
with section 304(a) (2) of Public Law
92-500; 86 Stat.; 33 U.S.C. 1251, Notice
of Availability for Volume I, Water
Quality Criteria, was published earller
in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Section 304(a) (2) of the Act requires
that the Administrator (EPA) shall,
within one year of enactment, publish,
and revise from time to time thereafter,
information on: (A) The factors neces-
sary to restore and maintain the physi«
cal, chemical, and biological integrity of

- the Nation’s waters ; (B) the factors nec~

essary for the protection and propagne
tion of fish and wildlife and the protec-
tion of humans engaged in recreation in
and on the water; (C) the measurment
and classification of water quality; and
(D) the identification of pollutants suit-
able for maximum daily load measure=
ments.

The purpose of the Water Quality In-
formation document is to provide users
of the Water Quality Criteria with back«
ground information on the factors neces=
sary for restoring the integrity of the
Nation’s waters. It contains,information
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on man made and natural polluting
constituents, available measurment tech-
niques, methodology for bioassays and
methods _for overall classification of
water quality. It also* specifies that all
pollutants described in Volume I, Water
Quality Criteria, are potentially suitable
for -maximum daily load restriction.
However, the existence of Water Qual~
ity Standards is a prerequisite for mak-
ing this determination. Only those pol-
lutants which have a specific limiting
value in the Standards or those pol-
Iutants whose effects are specifically
limited in the Standards are suitable
for maximum daily load.

A period of 180 days will be allowed
for the receipt of comments. Limited
copies will be available at the head-
quarters of the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, Washingion, D.C: 20460,
Office of Public Affairs, ten EPA regional
offices and each of the State water pol-
Iution control agencies. To be considered,
comments must be submitted in writing
to the Director, Division of Water Qual-
ity and Non-Point Source Control, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Wash-
“ington, D.C. 20460, on or before April 26,
1973.

Dated: October 18, 1973.

RuUsseELL E. TRAIN,
Administrator.

[FR Doc.73-22840 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION

[Docket Nos. 18547, 18548; File Nos. BPH-
6408, 6479; FCC 73-1073]

ERWIN O’CONNER AND
NORMAN A. THOMAS

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Reopening Proceeding

In re applications of Erwin O'Conner
tr/as Erwin O’Conner Broadcasting Co.,
Dayton, Tennessee, and Norman A.

Thomas, Dayton, Tennessee, for con-
struction permits.

1. The Commission has under consid-
eration: (a) a Review Board Decision in
the above-captioned proceeding, 37 FCC
2d 983, released November 7, 1972; (b)
an application for Review, filed Decem-
ber 8, 1972, by Norman A. Thomas; (c)
an application for Review, filed Febru-
ary 20, 1973, by Erwin O’Conner?; (d)
the various responsive pleadings to each
application for review; (e) Motion to
Strike Unauthorized Pleading, filed Jan-
uary 23, 1973, by Norman A. Thomas;
and (f) Motion to Strike Late Filed
Pleading, filed March 16, 1973, by Erwin
O’Conner.

2. We have examined the entire record
in this matter and find no error in the
Review Board’s disposition. We likewise

. find little, if"any, merit in either party’s
application for review. Nevertheless, we
feel that the deficiencies in the respec-

10’Conner hé.ving petitioned the Review
Board for reconsideration, the time for fillng
bhis above application for review was tolled.

NOTICES

tive financial showings of O'Conner and
Thomas may have been more of form
than substance, and we believe that
swifter initiation of a new FM service to
the public in Dayton, Tennessee, may
result from the procedure we are adopt-
ing herein.’

3. Accordingly, it is ordered, That this
proceeding, on the Commission’s own
motion, is reopened and remanded to

-the Administrative Law Judge who pre-

sided at the hearing for further eviden-
tiary hearing at such time as he may
direct consistently with his calendar;

and

4. It is further ordered, That both
parties shall submit explicit showings of
financial ability to construct and oper-
ate their proposed stations. See *Ultra-
vision Broadcasting Co.” 1 FCC 2d 344
(1965) ; and

5. Itis further ordered, That O'Conner
and Thomas are granted leave to amend
their applications in this respect not
later than 60 days following the release
of this order; and

6. It is further ordered, That the Ad-
ministrative Law Judge, after the con-
clusion of the further evidentiary hear-
ing, shall evaluate the financial chowings
and if he finds only one applicant is
financially qualified he shall grant that
application. If he finds both applicants
are financially qualified, the Adminis-
trative Law Judge shall then determine
which of the proposals would on & com-~
parative basis better serve the public
interest, and shall grant that applica-
tion; and

7. It is further ordered, That, in view
of the above disposition, the above-
described Motions to Strike and applica-
tions for review of Thomas and O’Conner
are dismissed as moot. -

Adopted: October 17, 1973.
Released: October 23, 1973.

FEDERAL COMMIURICATIONS
COMMISSION,?
VINCENT J. MULLINS, |
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22935 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[seaLl’

[Docket Nos. 18636, 19637; File o, BP-17870,
*  BR~1431; FCC 73R~362)

WILLIAM P. JOHNSON, ET AL.

Memorandum Opinion and Order
Enlarging Issues

In re applications of William P. John-
son and Hollis B. Johnson, d/b as RADIO
CARROLLTON Carrollton, Georgla, for
construction permit and FAULKNER
RADIO, INC. (WLBB) Carroliton,
Georgia, for renewal of license.

1. The above-captioned applications
were designated for consolidated hearing
by Commission Memorandum Opinion
and Order, FCC 72-1022, 38 FCC 24 68,
released November 21, 1972, Notr before
the Review Board is a petition to enlarge
issues, filed by Faulkner Radfo, Inc.
(WLBB) (Faulkner) on June 27, 1973,
seeking a hidden ownership and candor

2 Commissioner Robert E. Lee oboent.

-
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Issue against Radio Carroliton! More
specifically, Faulkner seeks an issue
to determine whether William P. Johnson
and Hollis B. Johnson, doing business as
Radio Carrollfon, have failed to reveal
the existence of a one-third owner in the
application, Al Cohen, and whether they
have been candid with respect to the
ovmership of the applicant.

2. Faulkner alleges that its petition is
timely since the facts leading to its find-
ing arose out of the testimony given by
William P. Johnson and Hollis B. John-~
son during the May 14, 1973, hearing in
this proceeding.® Because this testimony
allegedly, directly contradicts an earlier
deposition by Al Cohen,® petitioner began
Investigating and allegedly discovered an
undisclosed interest of Cohen in the
Radlo Carroliton application. According
to Faulkner, Cohen deposed that he had
never knowingly helped anyone prepare
an application for a radio station in Car-
roliton, including the Johnsons, and that
he did not know about their application
until it was published or who had as-
sisted them in preparing it. Although the
Johnsons minimized Cohen’s participa-
tion in the preparation and filing of the
original application and denied any own-
ership interest in the application other
than theirs, petitioner contends that
they, nevertheless, testified to Cohen’s
involvement in the application at the
May 14 hearing. Specifically, Faulkner
avers that the Johnsons testified that
Hollis B. Johnson had asked Cohen gen-
eral questions about the Radio Carroll-
ton application while preparing it, that
Cohen had suggested the availability of
a frequency to them and "had recom-
mended a consulting radio engineer they
could hire, and that, furthermore, they
had discussed the possibility of Cohen
managing thelr station, as well as a pos-
sible future partnership for him. Faulk-
ner contends moreover, that the support-
ing affidavits it has submitted contradict
both the testimony of the Johnsons and
the deposition by Cohen. In this connec-
tion, petitioner avers that each of the
afflants,* all of whom know Cohen, state
that Cohen either admifted or implied

2 Also before the Board for consideration
are: (a) the Broadcast Bureau’s comments,
filed July 11, 1973; (b) opposition, filed July
11, 1973, by Radlo Carrollton; and (e) reply,
filed July 23, 1873, by Faulkner. -

2Faulkner contends that its petition was
expeditiously prepared after receipt of the
tranceript of the hearing on June 13, 1373.

3This deposition was taken In 1969 at a
discavery procecding arlsing out of a lawsuit
Cohen, an ex-Faulkner employee, instituted
ogainst Faulkmer for unpaid sales commis-
slons he allegedly earned at the Faulkner FAX
Station WBTR.

¢Affidavits executed by Sally Barton,
Cohen’s former wife; her husband, Dave Bar-
ton, a onatime co-employee of Cohen at Sta-
tlon WACX, Austell, Georgla; Jack Kirk, a
onetime co-employee of Cohen at WBTR-~
FM; Dan Turner and John Lyons, employees
of Faullmer during the period Cohen worked
for Faullkmer; and Vivian 2MMcGee, an ac-
quaintanca of Cohen, are attached to the
instant potition,
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to them that he had an interest in the
. Radio Carrollton application.®
3. In opposition, Radio Carrollton con-
tends that the petition is grossly late
since it is based on facts available to
. petitioner for several years. In this con-
*nection, Radio Carrollton notes that
Faulkner submits documents and affida-
vits dating back to July 1968, and that
those 1973 affidavits relied upon relate
to purported conversations which oc-
curred years ago. Moreover, Radio Car-
rollton contends, good cause has not been
shown for the untimeliness. With respect
to the merits of the petition, Radio Car-
rollton alleges that the Johnsons and
Cohen expressly deny the existence of
any ownership agreement regarding an
interest by Cohen in the application. As
further explanation, Radio Carrollion
attaches an affidavit executed by Cohen
in which he states that while he had pre-
pared a partnership agreement which
would have guaranteed him ownership

participation in the Radio Carroliton ap-.

plication and a position as general mana-
ger of the station, the Johnsons refused
to sign it. In his affidavit Cohen also
states that, whenever he spoke with
others of his relationship with Radio
Carrollton’s application, he did so with-
out the Johnsons’ knowledge or approval
and he always referred to his association
with Radio Carrollton as being prospec-
tive. Finally, Radio Carrollton argues
that the affidavits submitted by Faulk-
ner rely primarily upon impressions
about remarks Cohen made regarding
“his (own) hopes and aspirations” to

participate in Radio Carrollton. The .

Broadcast Bureau supports granting
Faulkner’s untimely petition since it con-
tains serious allegations, supported in

particular by the Bartons’ affidavits,

which contradict testimony by the John-
sons, as well as ownership representa-

tions contained in Radio Carrollton’s

application.
4. Faulkner, in reply, reaffirms that its

petition is timely, maintaining that it

was only after the conflict in testimony
between the Johnsons and Cohen be-
came apparent and it obtained the af-
fidavits of the Bartons, affer the dis-
solution of the Cohen marriage, that it
was possible for Faulkner to meet the
burden of sustaining its petition. In
specific response to the opposition,
Faulkner challenges Cohen’s statement
that his written partnership agreement
was never actually signed, arguing that

if it had not been signed, it would not

& Sally Barton states in her afiidavit of May
17, 1973, that she has szen a signed partner-
ship agreement under the name of Radlo
Carrollton between the Johnsons and Cohen
in which Cohen had a one-third interest in
the proposed statlon. David Barton states in
his affidavit of the same date that Cohen
admitted being a one-third owner of Radio
Carrollton and that, furthermore, he once
overheard a telephone conversation between
Cohen and & person, who he belleves was
Hollis B, Johnson, in which a written agree-
ment was discussed. The other affiants state
that Cohen had admitted to them that he
had an agreement to be a part of Radio Car-
rollton and/or manage the station.

NOTICES

have been Important enough for Hollis
Johnson to have cautioned him to des-
troy it, as Cohen concedes he did in his
gffidavit. In any event, petitioner con-
tends, Cohen’s deposition, the Johnsons’
testimony, and the affidavits petitioner
submitted, continue to conflict with one
another in spite of the fact that Cohen’s
affidavit attempts to reconcile the dif-
ferences. .

5. The Review Board agrees with the
Broadcast Bureau that good cause has
not been shown for the untimeliness of
Faulkner’s petition. Even assuming, as
petitioner does, that the Bartons’ affida-
vits provide a necessary link to Cohen’s
ownership in Radio Carrollton, petitioner
has failed to satisfactorily explain why
the information in these affidavits was
not available earlier; since it involves
madtters which allegedly occurred several
years ago. However, Faulkner’s petition
warrants consideration on its. merits be-
cause it raises serious public interest
questions, See “The Edgefield-Saluda
Radio Co. (WJES),” 5 FCC 24 148, 8 RR
2d 611 (1966). The allegations by Faulk-
ner that Cohen admitted or implied to
the several persons ,furmshmg the af-
fidavits supportmg ts petition that he
had an interest in the Radio Carrollton
application are inconclusive and do not,
by themselves, justify the addition of the
requested issue, particularly in view of
the fact that-Radio Carrollton, the John-~
sons and Cohen steadfastly deny his in-
terest. Moreover, there is rio evidence,
even if Cohen had made the remarks
credited to him, that Cohen was express-
ing anything but his own aspirations to
participate in Radio Carrollton. However,
these circumstances, considered in light
of the statements by Sally Barton claim-
ing that she saw a signed copy of a part-
nership agreement between Cohen and
the Johnsons, and by Dave Barton that
he allegedly overheard Cohen and Hollis
B. Johnson discussing the agreement,-do
raise a substantial question regarding
possible undisclosed interest in Radio
Carrollton by Cohen which warrants the
requested issue. Radio Carrollton has at-
tempted to reconcile the alleged con-
tradictions raised by the Johnsons’ testi-
mony, Cohen’s deposition, and the sev-
eral affidavits Faulkner submits, but it
has not adequately rebutted petitioner’s
serious allegations concerning the exist-
ence of g signed partnership agreement.
Although Faulkner has failed to produce
a copy of the partnership agreement be-
tween Cohen and the Johnsons, the
Board is confronted with conflicting af-
fidavits and testimony in this regard.
In our view, the serious questions raised
are best resolved on the basis of an evi-
dentiary inquiry. See “Folkways, Broad-
casting Co., Inc.,” 27 FCC 24 619, 21 RR
2d 163 (1971) . An appropriate issue will
therefore be specified.

¢ Compare “Martin Lake Broadcasting Co.,”
28 FCC 2d 457, 21 RR 2d.631 (1971), where
a petition was not supported by affidavits of
persons with personal knowledge, and pos-
sible minor inconsistencles in a deposition
and affidavits did not ralse a substantial
question as to the existence of a concealed
ownership agreement,

6. Accordingly, it is ordered, That the
petition to enlarge issues, filed June 2%,
1973, by Faulkner Radio, Inc. (WLBB)
is granted and

7. It is further ordered, That the 1ssues
in this proceeding are enlarged to in-
clude the following:

To determine whether Al Cohen has and/or
had a one-third ownership interest in Radio
Carrollton, and whether Willlam P. Johnson
and Hollis B. Johnson, d/b as Radlo Carroll«
ton, have been lacking in candor with the
Commission concerning this intorest; and,
if so, to determine the effect thorcof upon
the applicant’s quullﬁcutions to bo & Com«
mission licensee.

8. It is-further ordered, That the
burden of proceeding with the introduc-
tion of evidence under the issue added
shall be on Fulkner Radio, Inc. (WLBB),
and the burden of proof under this issue
shall be“on Radio Carrollton,

Adopted: October 18, 1973.
Released: October 23, 1973.

FEDERAL, COMMUNICATIONS
COMIIISSION,
Vivcent J. MULLINS,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22936 Flled 10-26-73;8:46 am]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

CERTIFICATES OF FINANCIAL
RESPONSIBILITY (OIL POLLUTION)

" Certificates Issued

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing vessel owners and/or operators have
established evidence of financial respon-
sibility, with respect to the vessels indi-
cated, as required by section 311(p) (1)
of the Federal Water Pollution Control
Act, as amended, and, accordingly, have
been issued Federal Maritime Commis-
sion Certificates of Financial Responsi~
bility (Oil Pollution) pursuant to Paxt
542 of Title 46 CFR.

[sEAL)

Certificate
No. Owner, operator ond vessels

01233... Burles Markes ,Limited: Normarn
Lady.

01287.... Enohr & Burchard NFL: Deniel.

01306-.. Shaw Savill & Alblon Co., Ltd.:

. Limpsfield.

01318___. Aug. Bolten, Wm. Millor's Nache
folger: Erika Bolten.

01334... American President Lincs Ltd.:
Alaskan Mail; American Mail}
Canada Matl; Hong Kong NMail;
Indien Maily Japan Mail} Ko-
rean Mail; Oregon Maily Philip«
pine Mail; Washington Mail.

01337..- Marfin Management Trust (Reg.) :
Amelia Topic.

01431... The Bolton Steamshipping Com-
pany Limited: Reynolds.

01606-.- OIll Transport Company, Incorpo«

. rated: Bayou Dupont.
01641... ‘The Bank Line Ltd.: Forthbank.

01717--. Billners Rederiaktiobolag: Lill
Billner.

01877-_. Carbocoke Sociota D1 Navigaziono
S.p.A.: Luigi Casale,

01904-..- Waterman Steamship Corpora«
tion: Robert Toomba,

01936... Partnership between Steamship
Company Svendborg Ltd., and
Steamship Company of 1012
Ltd.: Ras Maersk,

02022... C.T. Qogstad & Co.: Lama.
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Certificate
No.

T 02038-..

02039__.
02194..
02298__._
02332...
02496
62525___
02544___
02551
02558_._

02861..__
02862......

02917-__

02949___

02956___
02960.__

02082___

. 03271

03279.__
03432___

03482_..
03579

03728.__
03754

03852_..
04046....
04050
04136.__

04284 __

-04398___

04454 _.

04571___
04596._.
04933-.__

04939_. .
05004 . _
05036.-_

05098_...
05273~

05345
05374-_-

- No.

Owner, operator and rvessels

Polskie Linie Oceaniczne: Fran-
ciszek Zubrzycki; Janek Kra-
sicki.

“GRYF” Deep Sea Fishing Com-
pany: Luzytanka.

Compagnie Generale Transatlan-
tique: Pointe Sans Souci.

Naviera Galea, S.A.: Fadura.

Lykes Bros. Steamship Co., Inc.:
LY-212; LY-213; LY-214; LY-
215; LY-216; LY-805.

United States Steel Corporation:
TJ-511E; TJ-459E; TJ-515E.

Burnett Steamship Company Lim-
ited: Avon Forest.

Cabo Tres Aontes Inc.:
Multing.

Ellerman Lines Limited: City of
Cantebury.

American Condor
Corp.: Star.

Naviera Bilbaina, S/A.: Irene.

Ocean Shipping & Enterprises,
Ltd.: Ocean Happiness.

Scherkate Sahaml - Xeschtirani
Melll Arya: Arya Omid; Arya
Pake.

Valley Towing Service, Inc.: GTC
10; GTC 11.

Ashland Oi, Inc.: RV-10.

Talyo Kaiun EKabushiki Kaisha:
European Highway.

The Shipping Corporation of India
Ltd.: Motilal Nehru; Vishra
Umang.

Sea-Land Service, Inc.: Sea-Land
Finance; Sea-Land Market.

Delta Steamship Lines, Inc.: Delta
Norte.

Hinode ZXisen EK.XK.:
Maru.

Ryutsu Kaiun XX.: Eyuyo AMaru.

Skibsakiieselskapet Aino Skibsaks-
Jeselskapet Viator Skibsaks-
Jeselskapet Viva, Skibs A/S
Bonita: Acirg.

Caty

Steamship

. Sho/q}_m

. Ocean Drilling & Exploration

Company: Ocean Traveler,
Carbonavi Societa’ Per Azioni DI

Navigazione: Ifarcus Lolli-
Ghetti. .
Guy F. Atkinson Com pany:

GFACO 44321; GFACO 44403,

A/S Mosbulkers- Blosnes.

A/S Uglands Rederi: Juanita.

Thomas Marine Company: Elis
1256; F. P. Thomas.

Oil Base, Inc.: U 715.

Hapag-Iloyd Aktiengesellschaft:
Oriental Importer; Oriental Ex-
porter.

Satsumaru Kajun Eabushiki Knt-
sha: Satsumaru No. 58.

Cia Naviera'Vascongadsa S.A.: Co-
betas.

Pan Alaska Fisheries, Inc.: Royal
Sea.

The Revillo Corporation: Florida‘

Power Corp. Barge 6; Florida

Power Corp. Barge 8; NBC 540.
Panocean Shipping & Terminals

Limited: Post Charger.

Flowers Transporation Inc.: Sun-
flower.

Companhia Necional De Navega-
cao: Cunene.

Esso Tankers Inc.: Esso Guam.

Compania Maritima Rio Gulf,
S.A.: Arteaga.

L. Figueiredo Navegacao S.A.: Soli-
moes.

Compania Argentina De Navega-
clon Intercontinental Socledad
Anoniamsa Comercial Inmobilig-
ria y Financiera: Harlandsville,

Certificate
No.
05380....
05426...
05530
05549......
05578

05624

06223
06287
06359

06374---
06487....
06495
06926
006934..
07362
07740

07829...
07862.-.

07970
07971
08073
03157___

08158....
08160
08176-...

-

08181...
08186......
05268--:
08288......
08304....
08307......
08311...

08318_..

NOTICES

Owner, operator and tessels

Tridentco Shipping Limited: Sor-
ereign Grace.

Georgla Trancporters, Inc.: JTIS
500.

Consolldated Towing CGmp:my.
Dan C; Charles R. Stevenson.,

Polska Zegluga MMercka: Ziemia
Olsztynska.

Block Sea Shipplng Company:
Pioner Odessy.

Perucahaan Pertambangan 2fin-
yok Dan Gas Bumt Negara (Per-
taminn) : Perming 102; Perming
1006; Permina 101; Permina
Samudra VI; Permina Samudrag
-VII; Pertamina Samudra XII;
Sally One; Permina Supply No.
1; Perming Samudra IX; Sally
1I; Perming Samudra I; Permina
Samudra II; Permina Sudra V;
Permina Samudra 1V; Perminag
107; Perminag 1004; Permina
1001; Permina 1002; Permina
1003; Permina 1005; Perming
Samudra VIII.

International Cruices S.A.: Reging
ZIagna,

Gates Equlpment Ceorporatien:
137; 581; 42,

Mnlaysion International Shipping
Corp. Berhead: Bunga 2felawls;
Bunga Zfatwar.

Datel Maritime Co., Ltd.: Ta Peng

NAVIERA ASON, BS.A.: Pedro
Ramirez,
Mortensen & Lange: Storedal;
Octavus.

South Shipping Lincs-Iran Line:
Iren Zamin,

Chevron "Navigaticn Corporation:

Otto N. Mlller,

Primorsk  SBhipping Company:
Inzhener Ageev; Rapitan Gribin,

The Brighton Shipping Co., 5.A.:
Car Castle,

‘Ta Fah Maxine Co,, S.A.t Soyolaze.

Eastern Seaboard Pile Driving
Corporation: Beverly 21,

N.V. npMallschip Antillen: Rotfler-
dai.

Tanker Enterprices, Ino.: Stolt
Catalina,

Norse Shipplng Co. (PTE) Ltd.:
Cherry Queen.

Fratelll D'Amico-Armatori-SP.A.
Mlare Aegeum; Xfare Adriacum;
ZIare Sereno; 2fare Plecldo;
-3fare Felice; AMare Tranquillo;
Xfare Dorico; Xare Plecno.

Cook Trancportation Syctem, Inc.:
UL 192,

Val Companta Naviera S.A.: Des-
ping.

Esco Italinna SPA.:

ESSO Augusta; ESSO 2filano;
ESSO Torino; ESSO Napol;
ESSO Triedte; ESSO Roma;
ESSO Venecia,

Proteus Shipping Company Ltd.:
Proteus.

Marcotona Compania Naviera S.A.:
Theolletos.

Taos Maritime Company mmlted-
Taos.

Sumande Shipping corpomt!on
(Liberia) : Sumande,

Botany Bay Shipping Co., Ine.:
Botany Bay.

Alexander E, Do Rency: Xfarys-
ville.

Viaventura Oceanica Armadora
S.A., Papoma: Johnny B,

Rellet Shipping Company Ine.:
Albricias,

Certificate
No.

08334.n
03343
03343...

08349.an
08352..~
0335%u.n
03355~
03356....
033590 am
03360
03361 o....
05362
033C%am
03365-n
05367onn
08369~
08373
033T4unn
03376
03377
03376--..
03379
03382
03363.....
03384
03385.....
03386....
03367
033920
03333
053394

00335mua
03397~

.02309___

02101.aa

021062
08403aan

05407~

03409~
03409
03&11..-‘
02412...
0C414._ .
08416....
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ouwner, operator and ressels

Anangel Happinezs Compania Na-
viera S5.A.: Anangel Happiness.

Armour Salvoge (1949) LTID.:
Ocean 2faster.

Coomes Shipping. and Treding
Corp., Monrovia/Tiberid: Alca~
zar.

Dao Yang ORl Tanker Co., Litd.:
o, 103 Voo Yarg.

Blue Arrowr Shipping Co.,, Ltd.:
Panaghia Elecusa.

Harmony Shipping Company S.A.:
Good Helmsmern.

Aquarian Navigation Ltd.: Athen-
oula.

Tarpon Shipping Company of Li-
kerin: Tarpon Seclane.

Operation Tankers Lid.: Tame.

Management Tankers Lid.: Liriz.

Iran Desting Corriers Inc.: Terros.

Mestnaveo, Ltd.: Seaford.

Michzelzon Lines, S.A. Panama:
Zlickaelsor Queen.

Compania Pella Navegaclon, SA.:
Christina.

Christopher Shipping Corp. Li-
berla: MrNico.

Windtides Tankers Inec.:
tides.

Eassinl Cémpanta Maritima SA.:
Pothiti,

Canyen  Moaritime Enterprfses,
Ine.: Corona Canyor.

Talrd United Shipping Corpom—
tlon: Eestern Licn.

Trl-Ocean Shipping Corporation
Ltd.: Zfcfeaty; Evelyn; Joguer.

World Pride Shipping Limited:
Geolden Anne.

Liberlan Onyx Tronsports, Ine.:
Golden Pioneer.

Riglllis Shipping Corpoeration:
Spalmateri Ceptair.

The Fedzral Materials Co., Ine.:
Hull # 921,

Elnimar Shipping
Ireres Ambiticn.

Companla Naviera Orator S.A.:
Dyramic Sailor.

Mercator Mariners  Limited:
Coriting,

Sure Hope Towing Ce., Inc.: T
113; S 5502.

Atnenlan Seatrade Co. S.A. of
Panoma: Stolt Annc.

Partenrecderel 25/8 “Meréedes™:
2fercedes,

Panoceanico. Progresiva S.A. Poan-
ama: Aristizos.

Froning’s Towing Inc.: Angeligue.

Gloval Transport (Liberis) Ine.:
Grand Globe.

Yong Fong Navization Panama
Corp. S.A.: Yong Fong.

Paclfic Unlon Navigation SA.:
Eyuche.

I/S Blix: Bliz.

Brizht Sun Moritime Corporation
S.A.: Bright Sun.

Elnls Salpping and Investment Co.
S.A.: Sparten Angel; Spartan
EBay.

Xfoniwel Corp.: Stolt Stuart; Stolt
Tudor.

Grand Traus Paclfic Corp.: Pacific
Haul:.

Fukumaru Gyogyo Eabushidi
Enlcha: Fulu Meruz No. 38.

Unlted Bulk Shipping Corpora~
tion: United Bulk: Shipper.

IPR. EServices Yimited: Can-
taloup; Orange.

International Mercaants Corporz-
tlon, Pancmas: Tithis.

Wind-

Compony:

,
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Certificate
No. Owner, operator and vessels
08416_.- Redfern Shipping Co., Ltd.; Isabel

Erica; Nils Amelon; Merry Cap-
tain.

By the Commission.

Francrs C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc¢.73-22955 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

CERTIFICATES OF FINANCIAL
RESPONSIBILITY (OIL POLLUTION)
Certificates Revoked

Notice of voluntary revocation is here-
by given with respect to Certificates of
Financial Responsibility (Oil Pollution)
which had been issued by the Federal
Maritime Commission, covering the be-
low-indicated vessels, pursuant to Part

NOTICES

Certificate

No.

02260.-.
02501
02508......
02544___
02701
02816._-
02863
02868-...
02870......
02888...—
02010..__

542 of Title 46 CFR and section 311(p) .

(1) of the Federal Water Pollution Con-

trol Act, as amended. .

Certifi-

cate No. Owner, Operator and Vessels

01016.... A/S Rederiet Odfjell: Selje.

01017... Westfal-Larsen & Co. A/S: Brim-
anger.

01057_.. Schlussel Reederel KG: Ansgari-
tor.

01096--. Zapata Naess shipplng Co., Ltd.:
Naess Parkgate.

01101..., Inverness Shipping Co. (Ber=-
muds) Litd.: Naess Trader.

01172... H. Clarkson and Company Lim-
ited: Sealnes.

01428_... Ocean Transport & Trading Ltd.:
Calchas.

01439... Cory Maritime Limited° Waikiws
Pioneer.

01443... Denholm Line Steamers Limited-
Clunepark.

01519.... Rederi-Aktieselskabet “Myren”
Copenhagen: Gautatyr. ‘

01734.... Castletown Compania Naviera
8.A, PN: Aristaios.

01825..- GustavDroehse: Iise Klint.

01874..... A/S Sobral: Mundogas Caribe. -
01004..... Waterman Steamship Corpora-
tion: Robert E. Lee.

01936..... Interessentskab Mellem Aktle-
selskabet Dampskibsselskabet
Svendbord & Dampskibssel«
skabet AF 1912 Adtleselskab:
Rasmine Maersk.

Angbatsaktiebolaget Ferm: For-
svik.

N.V. Amsterdamse Maritiem
Transport Maatschappij: Alk-

01987......
02044 ...

maar.

Pickands Mather & Co.: Walter
E. Watson; Samuel Mather;
Robert Hobson; Col. James
Pickands; E. G. Grace; Frank
Armstrong; Charles o5
Schwab; Harry Coulby; Elton
Hoyt 2d; J. L. Mauthe; H. C.
Jackson; Chas. M. Beeghly;
John Sherwin. .

Pittston Marine Corporation:
Fairfield.

AF. Klaveness & Co A/S: Anco
Ville.

The Peninsular & Oriental
Steam Navigation Company:
Hurunui; Haparangi.

American Mail Line, Limited:
American Mail; Alaskan Mail;
Canada Mail; Hong Kong
Mail; Indian Mail; Korean
Mail;, Oregon Mail; Japan
Mail; Washington Mail; Phil-
ippine Mail.

02139 e

02146
02162....

02198.....

02210

=]

02956...
03060~

03256.%..
03389
03482.__
03501___,
03843....
03852
03923__..
03979......

04032__.
020982 _—

o

04184 __
04398
04560___
04601___
04606
04707..__
04710

04834 __
04889.__..
04893_.....
05044___
05004......

£5090_...

05103..-.
05437~
05624...

Owner, operator and vessels
Garibaldi Soc. Cooperativa Di -
Navigazione a Responsabllita
Limitata: Giuseppe Giulietti.
Standard Oil Co. of California:
Washington Standard.

"Montezumsa Compania Armadora

S.A.: Theomana.

Cabo Tres Montes, Inc.; Cabo Tres
Montes.

Deutsche Atlantik Schiffahrts-
Gesellschatt MBXH. & Co.:
Hanseatic; Hamburg.,

Star Shipping Co., S.A.: Napler.

Naviera Aznar S.A.: Monte Sol-
lube.

Trader Navigation Co., Litd.: Azel
Heiberg.

Istttixmian Lines, Inc.: Steel Execu-~

ve.

Stolt-Nielsons Rederi A/S: Stoilt
Falcon.

‘Washington Fish & Oyster Com-
pany: Kodiak Queen; Virgiinia
Santos.

Ashland Oil, Inc.: CTC 1005.

Summit Carriers, Inc.. Ivory Ven-
ture.

Upper Mississippi Towlng Com-
pany; UM-90.

Shell Tankers N.V.: Kenia; Kreb-
sia; Korenia; Kossmatella.

Ryutsu Kaiun Kabushiki Kaisha:
Ryusho Maruw.

Osaka Shosen Mitsui Senpaku K.
K.: Hagurosan Maru.

Victory Carrlers, Inc.:
City Victory.

Guy F. Atkinson Company:
GFACO 44405; GFACO 44303.
Shinws EKajum Kaisha, Ltd.:

Tsurusaki Marw.

Moran Towing Corporation: SE
104; SE 103.

Sicula Oceanica S.A.: Arnus.

Jefferson

_Hougland Barge Line Inc.: Warren

Hougland; WGH 9; WGH 10;
WGH 11; WGH 12.

M/G Transport Services Inc,:
Barge Intercity.

Hapag-Lloyd AG.: Main Ezpress;
Rhein Express.

Constants le.lted Lyminge; Lot-
tinge.

American Tunaboat Assoclation:
Ecuador.

Marquette Cement Manufacturing
Company: Noramar.

M.S. “Sign’ Tunnecke Schiffahrts-
gesellschaft, Bremen: Jotina.
Tunnecke M.S. “Jodonna’” Schif-
Tahrtsgellschaft, - Bremen: Jo-

donnag.
Tidewater Barge Lines, Inc.: 1728;
24, -

Cory Brothers & Co. (Italy) Ltd.:
Wildrose. .

Ascuna Shipping Company: Do-
mino Crystal.

Sider Line Compania De Navega-
cion S.A.: Primrose.

La Columbia Socleta Marittima
Per Azioni: Esso Venezia; Esso
Roma; Esso Trieste; Esso Nag=-
poli; Esso Torino; Esso Milano;
Esso Augusta.

Esso Standard Eastern Tankers,
Limited: Esso* Sirius; Esso
Regulus.

Imperial Ofl Limited: Imperial
Nanaimo.

The Dow Chemical Company: DC
715.

Perusahan Pertambangdn Minyak
Dan Gas Bumi Negara (Perta-
mina); Permina Samudra VII;
Perminag Samudra VIII; Permina

Certificate

No. Owner, operator and vessels

Samudra VI; Perming 1005}
Permina 102; Permina 1006;
Permina 101; Permina 1002
Perming 1003, Perming Semudre
1; Permina Samudra I1; Perming
Samudra V; Perming Semudrd
1V; Permina 107; Perming
1004; Perming 1001; Pertamina
Samudra XI1I; Sally One; Pore
mina Supply No. 1} Perming
Semudra IX; Sally II,

Solstad Rederl A/S Skips A/8
Solhav & Co. Skips A/S Soltun
& Co.: Solek; Sol Jean.

05736

05858.-.. Interislands Shipping Co. Ltd.:
Jade Islands,

06990..-. Tagomaru Gyogyo KXK.. Tago-
maru,

06024... Double W Towing Co. Ino.: Pg-«
tricie Ann,

06467... Florida Lines Ltd.: Key Largo.

06570... Kristian Jebsen (U.XK.) Limited:
Baynes,

06676--. Overseas Maritimo Limited: Jag=
uar; Evelyn; Majesty.

06287... Gates Equipment Corporation!
285; J. J. Oregan; Elly B.

06787... Evergreen Marino (Singnpore)
Privato Limited: Ever Lasting.

07006... Aztamar Do Ceontroamerlca S.A.¢
El Centroamericano.

07132.... Risingl Sun Shipping S.A.: Davgo
Gulf.

07366.-.- Compagnle Maritime Des
cgargeurs Rounis: Circa; Oy-
Y

07469__. Bulk Carrlers International, Ino.:
Stolt Laguna.

07861... Express Marine, Inc.: Emi-7250,

07974... Bow Egret Tanker Corp.: Bow
Egret,

08044 .. Druldstan Limited: Cantaloup.

08173 Heinor Braasch Dithmarsin MS

“Sandhorn” KG: Sandhor.
By the Commission.

Francis C. HURNEY,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22054 Filed 10-26~173;8:45 am]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION

HELLENIC MEDITERRANEAN LINES AND
FRENCH LINE, INC.

Agreement Filed

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
ing agreement has been flled with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1016, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain & copy of the agreement at tho
Washington office of the Federal Marl-
time Commission, 1405 I Street NW.,
Room 1015; or may inspect the agreo-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisians, and
San Francisco, California. Comments on
such agreements, including requests for
hearing, may be submitted to the Secre-
tary, Federal Maritime Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20573, on or before
November 19, 1973. Any person desiring
2 hearing on the proposed agreement
shall provide a clear and concise state-
ment of the matters upon which they
desire to adduce evidence. An allegation
of discrimination or unfairness shall be
accompanied by a statement describing
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the discrimination or unfairness with
particularity. If a violation of the Act or
detriment to the commerce of the United
States is alleged, the statement shall set
forth with particularity the acts and cir-
cumstances said to constitute such viola-
tion or detriment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement; (as indicated hereinafter) and
the statement should indicate that this
has been done.

Notice of agreement filed for approval
by:

Mr, A. Vervueren, Secretary,
French Line, Inc.,

555 Fifth Avenue,

New York, New York 10017

Agreement No. 10009-1 between Hel-
lenic Mediterranean ILines and French
Line, Incorporated provides for the ap-

‘pointment by Hellenic Mediterranean
ILines of French Line, Incorporated as its
exclusive agent to conduct throughout

- the Western Hemisphere the business of
the sale of passenger transportation on
the vessels of Hellenic Mediterranean
Lines. Western Hemisphere is defined in
the Agreement as meaning North, Cen-
tral and South America, the Island of
Bermuda, the Caribbean Area, the Baha-
mas, and the State of Hawali. Among

“other things, the Agreement sets out the
duties of French Line, Incorporated
which in part include recommending the
appointment of sub-agents in the United
States and abroad; preparing and rec-
ommending an annual marketing plan;
and negotiating with travel wholesalers,

— rebailers, and organizers, as well as alr-

lines, to develop group and charter busi-

ness through packaged tours and other

means.

Agreement No. 10009-1 supersedes
Agreement No. 10009 and the terms of
Agreement No. 10009-1 shaill apply to
the operations of Hellenic Mediterranean

_ Lines vessels through the end of the 1975
summer season for the Mediterranean
services of the vessels Aquarius, Apollonia
and varlous car ferry services, unless
terminated for any reason which the
parties shall agree to as a basls for
termination.

By order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: October 24, 1973.

R Frawcis C. HURNEY,
. - Secretary.
[FR Doc¢.73-22953 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
FIDELITY CORP. OF PENNSYLVANIA
Application To Engage in the Underwriting

of Credit Life and Credit Accident and
Health Insurance :

Fidelity Corporation of Pennsylvania,
Rosemont, Pennsylvania, has applied,
pursuant to section 4(c) (8) of the Bank
Holding Company .Act (12 U.S.C. 1843
(c) (8)) and § 225.4(b) (2) of the Board’s
Regulation ¥, for permission to engage
in the activity of underwriting credit life

-~

NOTICES

and credit accldent and health insur-~
ance. Notice of the applcation was pub~-
Hshed in newspapers circulated in Fort
St. Petersburg, Vero Beach,
Miami, Sarasota, Jacksonville, Braden-
ton, Riviera Beach, Tampa, Panama Clty,
and Kissimmee, all in Florida.

Applicant states that the proposed
subsidiary would engage through its sub-
sidiaries and thelr subsidiaries, in the
activities of acting as underwriter for
credit life insurance and credit accident
and health insurance, which is directly
related to extensions of credit by the
bank holding company system. Such ac-
tivities have been specified by the Board
in § 225.4(a) of Regulation Y as permis-
sible for bank holding companies, sub-
ject to Board approval of individual pro-
posals in accordance with the procedures
of §225.4(b).

Interested persons may express thelr
views on the question whether consum-
mation of the propesal can “reasonably
be expected to produce benefits to the
public, such as greater convenlence, in-
creased competition, or gains in effi-
ciency, that outweigh possible adverse
effects, such as undue concentration of
resources, decreased or unfalr competi-
tion, conflicts of interests, or unsound
banking practices.” Any request for a
hearing on this question should be ac-
companied by a statement summarizing
the evidence the person requesting the
hearing proposes to submit or to elicit
at the hearing and a statement of the
reasons why this matter should not be
resolved without a hearing.

The application may be inspected at
the offices of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Phila-
delphia. .

Any views or requests for hearing
should be submitted in writing and re-
ceived by the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, not later than
November 13, 1973.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re~
serve System, October 19, 1973.

[searl] TgEeopons E. ALLISON,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-22916 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

FIRST BANKSHARES CORP. OF S.C.

Order Approving Retention of August Kohn
and Co., Inc. and Acquisition of Steven-
son, Zimmerman & Co.

First Bankshares Corp. of S.C,, Colum-
bia, South Caroling, a bank holding com-
pany within the meaning of the Bank
Holding Company Act, has applied for
the Board's approval under section 4(c)
(8) of the Act and § 225.4(b) (2) of the
Board’s Regulation Y to acquire from its
banking subsidiary, The First National
Bank of South Carolinga, Columbiga, South
Carolina (Bank), all of the voting shares
of August Kohn and Company, Inc., Co-
lumbisa, South Caroling (Kohn), and to
acquire all of the voting shares of Stev-
enson, Zimmerman and Company, Char-
leston, South Caroling (Stevenson), com-
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panies that engage in the activity of
general mortgage banking and achb as
agents in the sale of credit life insurance
and accident and health insurance di-
rectly related to the extension of credit.
Such activities have been determined by
the Board to be clozely related to the
business of banking (12 CFR 2254(a)
1), (3), 9 D).

Notice of the applications, affording
opportunity for interested persons to
submit comments and views on the public
interest factors, has been duly published
(33 FR 21824, 21825) . The time for filing
comments and views has expired, and
none has been timely received.

Bank is Applicant’s sole banking sub-
sidlary and the third largest banking
organization in South Carolina with de-
posits of $314 million, representing ap-
proximately 10 percent of the commer-
cial bank deposits in the State. (All bank-
ing data are as of December 31, 1972.)

Applicant proposes that Kohn, with of-
fices in Columbiz, Charleston and Spar-
tanburg, wounld continue to engage in
the genercl mortgage loan business by
() criginating residential and commer-
clal loans for sale fo investors; (i) serv-
icing of loans sold to investors; (il) ex-
tending commereial and residential con-
struction loans for its own account and
for the occount of investors; (iv) ex-~
tending land acquisition and develop-
ment loans for resldential subdivisions.
Eohn solicits loans from the contractors
and real estate developers rather than
from the general public. Its orizinations
are confined primarily to FHA-insured
and VA-guaranteed loans on 1-4 family
residences.

Applicant was established in January,
1069, for the purpose of acquiring Bank.
In ccquiring Banl:, Applicant indirectly
acquired Kohn, which has been a sub-
sldiary of Bank since 1865. Applicant is
applying for Board permission fo acquire
XKohn from Applicant’s subsidiary Bank
as an cceeptable section 4(c) (8) activity
and to operate Eohn as o direct sub-
sldlary rather than os a subsidiary of
Bank. The Board must find that the pro-
pozed transaction of shores would not
result in an undue concentration of re-
sources, decreaced or unfair competition,
conilicts of interest, or unsound banking
practices.

Kohn, with a servicing portfolio of
$163 million, operates in the Columbiz,
Spartanburg, and Charleston SMSA’s
(Standard  Mefropolitan  Statistical
Arens) . Bank also operates in these three
mariets. However, the combined activi-
ties of Eohn and Bank in these markets
reprezent but 2 small percentage of the
total volume of mortzage loans therein.
In the Columbia SMSA, Bank and Keohn's
1972 originations totalled $22 million or
about 5 percent of the total markef
volume of $451 million in mortgage
loans. In the Spartanburg SMSA, the
1972 originations of Bank and Kohn were
$6.7 million or 4.8 percent of the tofal
originations of $140.8 million in this
markeb. In the Charleston SMSA their
combined 1872 originations were $19.5
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million or about 7 percent of the total
volume of $285 million in such loans.?
With regard to particular product
markets, the market share of Bank and
Kohn'’s combined originations.is even
less. Only in the area of construction
loans did Bank and Kohn extend a more
substantial volume of loans for 1972. In
the Charleston SMSA, for example, Bank
and Kohn originated 24 percent of the
total volume of construction loans in
1972. However, there are several mitiga~
ting factors to any consideration of this
level of concentration. Most important is
the fact that much of Kohn’s competi~
tive capacity has been developed since its
acquisition by Bank in 1965.* At the time
of its acquisition, Kohn did not have the
financial capacity to engage actively in
the area of construction loans. In addi-
tion, the market for large construction
loans is broader than that of a local
market, and strong regional competitors
from outside the local market can and
do compete effectively for such loans. The
Board concludes that retention of Kohn
by Applicant would have only slight ad-
verse effects on competition and would
not lead to undue concentration of re-
sources in any relevant market.
Stevenson, with total mortgage origi~
nations of $4.5 million in 1972 and a
servicing portiolio of $42 million, also has
its only office in the Charleston SMSA.
Stevenson originates only 1-4 family
FHA-insured or VA-guaranteed residen-
tial loans. Although Applicant, through
Bank and Kohn, competes with Steven-
son, it does not appear that any undue
concentration or significant anticompeti-
tive consequences will result from this
acquisition. In the 1-4 family residential
mortgage market (including conven-
tional gnd FHA/VA), Applicant origi-
nated 3.3 percent of the total, and Ste-
venson had 3.1 percent of the market in
1972, Since the market has numerous
competitors, including at Ieast 18 mort-
gage banking organizations, an increase
in *Applicant’s market share from 3.3 to
6.4 percent would not be a serious ad-
verse competitive effect. In addition, most
of Stevenson's business is captive in"na-
ture, as it is derived from an affiliated

development company. Thus, there is but
limited existing competition between Ap-
plicant and Stevenson. Since this a@ﬁlia,te
relationship will be terminated upon con-
summation of the proposal, there will be
g resulting procompetitive effect in al-

1 Although market share figures for 1965
are not as complete, there is no indication
that significant existing competition was
eliminated in 19656 through Bank’s acquisi-
tion of Kohn. The competition between the
two organizations in 1965 was limited to
residential mortgage loans in the Columbia
SMSA, and the fizures on their residential
loan originations in that’ year when con-
sidered with the number of mortgage lend-
ing competitors indicates the adverse effects
on existing competition were not substantial.

3In addition to providing capital which
allowed Kohn to increase its loan origina-
tions from $9.2 million in 1965 to $23.4 mil~
lion in 1972, Applicant also assisted Eohn to
expand geographically from its single office

in Columbia to offices in Charleston and .

Spartanburg.

NOTICES

lowing the affiliate to seek mortgage loans
from other sources.

Applicant entered the Charleston

market de novo in 1971 through Kohn
and has the potential to expand further
in this area. Stevenson, however, has a
shortage of trained management person-
nel, and it is unlikely that it would be
able to expand or exert a more competi-
tive influence in the foreseeable future.
In addition, Stevenson is losing its af-
filiate relationship with a “construction
company which is the primary source of
its mortgage loan originations. This will
further lessen its viability as a mortgage
banking firm. The Board concludes that
the proposed acquisition of Stevenson
would have no significant adverse
effects on either existing or potential
competition.
. ‘There is no evidence that the acquisi-
tion of Kohn by Bank in 1965 has led
to conflict of interest or unsound banking
practices. Through Applicant’s support,
Kohn has increased the size of its mort-
gage loan portfolio it servi¢es from $44.5
million in 1965 to over $109 million in
1972. Applicant has arranged recently for
a line of long term credit to provide for
Kohn’s expansion and increasing com-
petitive effectiveness. On balance, the
Board concludes that the slight anti-
competitive effects of the reftention are
outweighed by the public benefits that
are, and have been, derived from the
operation of Kohn by a bank holding
company with the size and resources of
Applicant.

The proposed transfer of Kohn to Ap-
plicant should result in benefifs to the
public by increasing the resources avail~
able to Kohn and by permitting Kohn to
utilize debt instruments more conven-
iently.

Approval of the proposed acquisition of
Stevenson also will make available to

Stevenson the financial resources of Ap- -

plicant, and thereby provide Stevenson
with an additional source of working
capital to increase its lines of credit and
compete more effectively. Applicant has
proposed to merge Stevenson into Kohn
and has made a commitment to inject
$1.0 million additional equity capital in
the resulting company. Applicant has
also secured a line of long term credit
to assist the company after merger.
Management of Stevenson is thin, and
Applicant is in a position to provide the
personnel with the necessary expertise
to bolster Stevenson’s management, to
make Stevenson a more aggressive com-
petitor, and to overcome the loss of
Stevenson’s construction company affil-
iate. These increased capabilities and
the severance of a captive relationship
between Stevenson and its construction
company affiliate are positive factors in
terms of public needs and convenience.
The Board’s rewew of the record in-
dicates the retention of Kohn and the
proposed acquisition of Stevenson would
produce public benefits that would out-
weigh any slight adverse effects on com-
petition. There is no evidence in the rec-
ord to indicate that the proposed reten-
tion or acquisition would lead to an un-
due concentration; of resources, conflicts

of interest,
practices.
Based upon the foregoing and other
considerations reflected in the record, the
Board has determined that the balance
of the public interest factors the Board
is required to consider under section
4(c) (8) is favorable. Accordingly, the ap-
plications are hereby approved. This de-
termination is subject to the conditions

or unsound banking

.set forth in § 225.4(¢c) of Regulation ¥

and to the Board’s authority to requiro
such modification or termination of the
activities of a holding company or any
of its subsidiaries as the Board finds
necessary to assure compliance with the
provisions and purposes of the Act and
the Board’s regulations and orders issued
thereunder or to prevent evasion thereof,
The transactions shall be consummated
not later than three months after the
effective date of this Order unless such
period is extended for good cause by the
Board or by the Federal Reserve Bank of
Richmond pursuant to authority dele«
gated herewith.

By order of the Board of Governors,?
effective October 17, 1973.

[seaL] CHESTER B, FELDBERQ,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-22013 Flled 10-26-173;8:45 am]

HAMILTON BANCSHARES, INC.
Order Denying Acquisition of Bank

Hamilton Bancshares, Inc.,, Chatta-
nooga, Tennessee, & bank holding com-
pany within the meaning of the Bank
Holding Company Act, has applied for
the Board’s approval under section 3(a)
(3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to
acquire the successor by merger to Tho
Hamilton National Bank of Knoxvillo,
Knoxville, Tennessee (Bank). The bank
into which Bank is to be merged has no
significance except as & means to facili«
tate the acquisition of the voting shares
of Bank, Accordingly, the proposed ac-
quisition of shares of the successor orga-
nization is treated herein as the proposed
acquisition of the shares of Bank,

Notice of application affording oppor-
tunity for interested persons to submit
comments and views has been given in
accordance with Section 3(b) of the Act.
The time for filing comments and views
has expired, and the Board has consid
ered the application and all comments
received in light of the factors set forth
in Section 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

Applicant controls 13 banks with ap-«
gregate deposits of $619.6 million, repre-
senting about 6 percent of total deposits
of commercial banks in Tennessee.! Banlk
(deposits of $288.4 million) ranks as the
ninth largest banking orgenization in
Tennessee with approximately 3 percent

3Voting for this actlon: Vice Chairman
Mitchell and Governors Daane, Sheohan,
Bucher, and Holland. Absent and not voting:
Chairman Burns and Governor Brimmer.

1 A1l banking data are as of Decomber 31,
1972, and represent bank holding company
formations and acquisitions approved by the
Board through August 31, 1973.
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of total deposits of commercial banks in
the State. Acquisition of Bank by Appli-
cant would make the latter the third

largest organization in the State with,
about 9 percent of total deposits bub

would not significantly increase the con-
centration of banking resources in
Tennessee. °

The United States Department of Jus-
tice in commenting on this application
concluded that it should be denied. The
Department indicated that it believed
that consummation of the transaction
would eliminate some existing competi-
tion between Applicant and Bank, would
have an adverse effect on potential com-
petition in the Knoxville banking market
and, more seriously, would eliminate
Bank as one of the few banksin Tennes-
see capable of becoming a ledd bank for
" an additional holding company. In this
latter connection, Justice cited the
Board’s denial of the application by
United Tennessee Bancshares Corpora-
tion to merge with American National
Corporation (see 1973 Federal Reserve
Bulletin 530). ;

There is no substantial existing com-
petition between Applicant and Bank. Al-
though Applicant does have two subsid-
iaries within 20 miles of Knoxville, these
subsidiaries and Bank have little loan or
deposit overlap. However, the Board does
feel that consummation of this transac-
tion would have a substantially adverse
effect on future competition in the Knox-
ville banking market.? Bank is the largest
bank in this market, with approximately
30 percent of market deposits. Moreover,
this is a concentrated market with the
top two organizations having over 50 per-
cent of market deposits and the third-
ranking bank being considerably less
than half the size of the second-ranking
bank. Acquisition of Bank by Applicant
would tend to solidify this two-firm
dominance. On the other hand, if Appli-
cant entered the Knoxville banking mar-
Xket, either through a de novo entry or the
acquisition of a foothold bank, there is a
probability that a trend towards decon-
centration would result. Such a trend
would be in the public interest by offering
the promise of more vigorous com-
petition.

Applicant can reasonably be expected
to have g strong interest in entering the
Knoxville banking market? For any
holding company in Tennessee to have
Statewide representation, it is desirable
to have a subsidiary in the four major
metropolitan areas of Tennessee of which
Kmnoxville is one. The ratios for popula-
tion and deposits per banking office in
the Knoxville banking market-are both

2The EKnoxville banking market 1s approx-
imated by EKnox, Blount, and Anderson
Counties.

2 Applicant claims that because of common
stock owmership the development of such
competition is unlikely. However, the amount
of such overlap 1s not large and in view of
the fact that a larger block of Bank's shares
is held by third parties the Board does not
believe that the cominon ownership is sig-
nificant enough to impede competition.

NOTICES

above comparable Statewide averages
and the market appears to be relatively
attractive for de novo entry.t Further-
more, although there is no present dorm-
town bank that would be available for
foothold acquisition into the Enoxville
banking market, there is one suburban
bank in Enox County which may he
available for acquisition. Under Tennes-
see branching law, acquisition of this
suburban bank would enable Applicant
to branch throughout Enox County
which is the commercial center of the
EKnoxville banking market.

Finally, the Board notes that Appl-
cant is one of only three multibaniz hold-
ing companies that are not presently
represented in the EKnoxville banking
market. The Board concludes that the
most probable entrants into any local
market in Tennessee must be considered
to be the existing multibank holding
companies. The Board is concerned when
one of the three most probable future
entrants into a concentrated market
seeks to enter that market, which market
is relatively attractive for de novo entry,
by acquisition of the largest bank in the
market. In summation, the Board finds
that the Knoxville banking market is
concentrated, that Applicant is a prob-
able future entrant into such market—
in fact, it is one of the three most likely
probable future entrants into the mar-
ket—and that opportunities exist for de
novo or foothold entry. Given these
factors, the Board concludes that con-
summation of the transaction would

have a substantially adverse efiect on

potential competition.

The Board is additionally concerned
with the effect the consummation of this
transaction would have on the number
of additional banl: holdiny companies
that may reasonably be expected to be
formed in Tennessee. Bank, as the ninth
largest banking organization in Tennes-
see and largest unafiiliated bank, is one
of the three most probable candidates to
become a lead bank in 2 multibank hold-
ing company. Applicant has indicated its
reservations about the ability of Bank to
become such a lead bank. However, the
record shows that Bank has improved its
earnings record sigmificantly in the last
year. There is no reason to believe that
this trend will not continue. Bank cer-
tainly has the size and would appear to
have the managerial and finanelal capa-
bilities to become a lead bank in a multi-
bank holding company within the near
future. As the Board stated in its order
denying the application of United Ten-
nessee Baneshares Corporation, local
banking markets in Tennessee tend to be
concentrated. For this reason, it is im-
portant to preserve a significant number
of multibank holding companies who are

¢In this connection, tho Beard haos rocon-
sldered its earlier expressed opinion that the
market was not attractive (38 PR 3120). The
Board's earlier opinion was baced zolely upon
the rate of growth of the population of the
Enoxville banking market and did not take
into sccount the ratics of population and
deposits per banking oflice,
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the most likely potential entrants into
such markets. It is certainly foreseeable
that if this application is denied, Bank
and Applicant may be confronting each
other in theze concentrated markets in
the near future. Competition and, ulti-
mately, consumers should benefit from
such a probability. On the basis of the
facts of record, the Board concludes that
competitive factors relating to this ap-
plcation welzh against approval of the
application.

The financial condition and manager-
ial resources and prospects of Applicant,
its subsidiary banks, and Bank are gen-
erally satisfoctory and consistent with -
approval of the application. However,
theze factors do not offset the substan-~
tially adverse competitive considerations
that would result from consummation of
the troansaction. There is no indication
in the record that the convenience and
needs of the Knoxville commmumity are
not being adequately met 2t the present
time. Moreover, there is no real indica-
tion that Applicant’s acquisition of Banlz
would serve to increase the convenience
and needs of the area since Bank is fully
capable of doing so on its own and has,
in fact, recently expanded its range of
cervices through lengthening of ifs hours.
Accordingly, these factors do not cut-
welch the competitive considerations.

It is the Board's judgment that the
proposed transaction is not in the public
interest and should be denied. On the
basls of the record, the application is
denied for the reasons summarized above.

By order of the Board of Governors®
effective Octoher 17, 1973.

[searl CrzsTEr B. FELDEERG,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Do2.73-22914 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am}

MICHIGAN NATIONAL CORP.
Order Approving Acquisitions of Banks

Michigan National Corporation,
Bleoomfield Bills, MMichigan, a bank hold-
ing company within the meaning of the
Bank Holding Company Act, has applied
for the Board's approval under section
3(2) (3) of the Act (12 U.S.C. 1242(2) (3)
to acquire the successors by merger to
the following four banks: (1) First Na-
tional Bank of East Lansing, East Lans-
ing (East Lonsing Bank); (2) Cenfral
Bank, NaHonal Association, Grand
Raplds (Central); (3) Valley National
Bank of Saginaw, Saginaw (Valley);
and (4) First National Bank of Wya-
ming, Wyoming (Wyoming Bank), all of
which are located in Michizan. The
banks into which the four named Banks
are to be merged have no significance
except as & means to facilitate the acqui-
sition of the voting shares of Banks. Ac-
cordingly, the proposed acquisitions of
shares of the suceessor organizations are

8Vgting for this action: Vice Chalrman
2Mitchell and Governors Doane, Brimmer,
Sheehon, and Holland. Precent and abstain-
ing: Chairman Burng. AbZent and not vot-
ing: Governcr Bucher.
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. treated herein as the proposed acquisi-
tions of the shares of the four Banks.

Notice of the applications, affording
opportunity for interested persons to
submit comments and,views, has been
given in accordance with section 3(b) of
the Act. The time for filing comments
and views has expired, and the Board
has considered the applications and all
comments received in light of the factors
set forth in section 3(c) of the Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(c)). N

Applicant controls five banks with
aggregate deposits of $2.38 billion, rep-
resenting about 9.5 percent of deposits
of commercial banks in Michigan?® Ac-
quisition of East Lansing Bank (deposits
of $16.5 million), Central (deposits of
$42.9 million), Valley (deposits of $43.2
million), and Wyoming Bank (deposits
of $15.9 million) would change Appli-
cant’s rank from the third largest bank-
ing organization in Michigan to the sec-
ond largest but would add only about
0.5 percent of total deposits in Michigan
to its control. Moreover, two-other bank-
ing organizations would be approximately
the same size as Applicant, and Appli-
cant would be only a little more than
half the size of the leading organization
in Michigan. For these reasons, approval

. of the acquisitions would not significantly
alter the existing concentration of bank-
ing resources in the State.

Both the Department of Justice
(Justice) and the Commissioner of the
Michigan Financial Institutions Bureau
(Commissioner) commented on these
applications. Justice, asserting that the
banking markets in question were al-
ready concentrated and that approval
of the applications would eliminate sub-
stantial existing competition, recom-
mended denial of all four applications.
The Commissioner also stated that the
concentration in the four banking mar-
kets was high and further indicated that
approval of the applications would give
Applicant substantially increased
branching opportunities which would
help increase its dominance over other
organizations in the markets. The Com-
missioner recommended against approval
of the four applications? Both Justice
and Commissioner recognized that a
profit sharing trust for the employees of
Applicant’s lead bank held varying in-
terests in the four banks. However, the
Commissioner and Justice felt that Ap-
plicant did not have control of the four
banks in question.

Applicant replied by stating that ap-
proval of the four applications would not
affect its relative ranking in any of the
three markets in question. Moreover, Ap-

1 All banking data are as of December 31,
1972, unless otherwise noted, and represent
bank holding company acquisitions and for-
mations approved by the Board through
August 31, 1973.

2The Commissioner is not the supervisory
official whose denial recommendation requires
a hearing pursuant to section 3(b) of the
Bank Holding Company, Act since all the
four banks sought to be acquired are na-
tional banks. Moreover, the recommendation
was not recelved within the thirty-day time
perlod as required by section 3(b).
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plicant stated that the concentration was
no greater in these markets than in other
Michigan Standard Metropolitan Statis-
tical Areas. Applicant argued that ap-
proval of the applications would enable it
to provide greater convenience of services
in the relevant banking markets., Addi-
tionally, Applicant stressed that it has
close relationships with the four banks
in question, that it has either helped form
or expand the four banks, and that it has
provided management services through-
out their existences.

The Board has concluded that approval
of these four applications would not have
a substantially adverse effect on the con-
cenfration of banking resources in
Michigan. The Board must also consider
whether analyses of the relevant local
markets indicates there are substantial
anticompetitive effects that would resuls
from approval of any or all of these appli-
cations. In the Saginaw banking market,
Valley presently ranks as the fourth larg-
est banking organization with approxi-
madtely 7 percent of market deposits.? The
lead bank of Applicant has one office in
the market with about 28.5 percent of
market deposits. However, under present
law Applicant’s lead bank may not open
any new branches in the Saginaw area, a
constraint which has the effect of inhibit-
ing its growth in that area. For example,
in the 4-year period from June, 1968, to
June 1972, deposits of this one branch
grew only about 4.5 percent while the
Saginaw banking market deposits grew
approximately 14 percent. As a conse-
quence of this relatively limited growth,
the market share of this branch fell al-
most 2.5 percent during this 4-year peri-
od. It seems likely that market share of
this branch will continue to fall since its
competitors can branch into locations
preferred by more depositors while it
must offer its services from g single loca~
tion. Moreover, the Board recognizes that
the largest banking organization in this
market- controls approximsately 50 per-
cent of market deposits and increased its
market share over the previously referred
to 4-year period. Permitting Applicant to
acquire Valley would give it the ability
to branch throughout the area and pro-
vide greater service conveniences and

also increased competition for the domi- -

nant organization in the market. The
Board also recognizes that Applicant,
through the employee trust fund of its
lead bank, has a substantial interest in
Valley at the present time with the trust
owning 24.52 percent of Valley’s voting
shares. Applicant also has representatives
on Valley’s board of directors and has
previously provided Valley with needed
managerial assistance. In view of these
facts, the Board concludes that the com~
petitive considerations are, on the whole,
procompetitive and, therefore, consistent
with approval of the application.

Both Cenfral and Wyoming Bank are
located in the Grand Rapids banking
market with the former controlling ap-

2 All banking data for the local markets in-
volved in- this case are as of June 30, 1972,
‘The Saginaw banking market is approximated
by the northeastern two-thirds of Saginaw
County.

proximately 3 percent and the latter
about 1 percent of market deposits.* Here,
as in the Saginaw banking market, the
lead bank of Applicant operates one
branch. This office controls about 17.6
percent of market deposits. However, sim~
ilar to the situation in Saginaw, this is
the only branch that is permitted to Ap-
plicant’s bank in this market while the
two largest banks have unlimited brangh«
ing rights in the city and, in fact, have
26 and 16 offices. The Grand Rapidy
banking market is dominated *by these
two large organizations which control
over 70 percent of deposits between them,
with the largest organization accounting
for approximately 50 percent of this total.
Because of the limitations on its ability to
branch, Applicant’s lend bank has grown
at a much slower rate than either of
these two organizations. The Board be-«
lieves that the public would be better
served if the Applicent had branching
capabilities in this market competitive
with those of the two dominant organi-
zations. Applicant has shown itself to be
an aggressive competitor and, given an
equal competitive footing, 1t may be able
to make some inroads into the concen-
trated market structure. Moreover, Ap-
plicant, again through the employee trust
,fund of its lead bank, has substantial in-
terests in both Wyoming Bank and Cen=
tral, having 22.3 percent of the voting
shares of the former and 21.9 percent of
the voting shares of the latter. The trust
also owns 46.1 percent of the preferred
stock of Wyoming Bank. Applicant’s lead
bank has provided management asslst-
ance to both of these banks, particularly
to Wyoming Bank at a time when it
needed outside help. For these reasons,
the Board concludes that competitive
cénsiderations offer no impediment to
approval of the two applications.

East Lansing Bank and Applicant's
lead bank both have their head office in
the same banking market.® East Lansing
Bank is a comparatively small factor in
this market, having only about 2 percent
of market deposits. Since its establish-
ment in 1955 with the help of Appli~
cant’s lead bank, it has not shown itself
to be a particularly aggressive organiza-
tion, only recently opening two branches,
‘Though Applicant has the largest market
share in the relevant banking market
with approximately 41 percent of de-
posits, it presently cannot branch into
the East Lansing Bank’s sector of this
market due to home office protection
laws. In the East Lonsing Bank’s sector
of the market, East Lansing Bank is
much smaller than the other bank with
headquarters there. Approval of this ap-
plication may enable more vigorous come-
petition to result in this part of the
market. Moreover, Applicant’s lead bank
assisted in the establishment of Rast
Lansing Bank, currently has representa-
tives on the board of directors, and the

.¢The Grand Raplds banking market 1s ap«
proximated by the southetn three-fourths of
Kent County and the eastern half of Ottawa
County.

5The relevant banking market is approxl-
mated by the Lansing SMSA, which inolutdoes
Clinton, Eaton, and Ingham Counties,
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employee trust fund owns 12.85 percent
of the vofing shares of East i
Bank. These facts indicate that Appl-
cant has a great deal of influence over
East Lansing Bank and.the Iatter cannot
be considered to be an entirely independ-
ent entity. Given the small size of East
Lansing Bank and Applicant’s present
infiuence over it, the Board does not
consider that subsfantially adverse ef-
fects on competition would result from
approval of this application. Accordingly,
the Board concludes that competitive
. considerations are
approval. -

It appears appropriate-at this point
to discuss the relevance of the holdings
of the employee trust fund in each of
these four banks. The employee trust’s
investments in the stock of the banks
proposed to be acquired here is a cir-
cumstance over which one of the dis-
senters to the Board’s approval action
has expressed concern. The Board’s ap-
proval of the Applicant’s acquisition of
banks-in which the employees trust fund
of Applicant’s lead bank has previously
invested is premised upon the following
considerations, among others. The trust
fund’s interest in each of the banks was
acquired prior to the time when this
Board was given statutory oversight re-
sponsibility with respect to the Appli-
cant. The present record contains no sug-
gestion that the frust’s investments have
notf been, in all respects, prudent, finan-
cially satisfactory, and in the best in-
terest of the beneficiaries of the trust.
Nor is there evidence of any abuse by
the trustees of their fiduciary responsi-
bilities under the trust, nor control of
their investment decisions by Applicant
or its lead bank. Moreover, the Board’s
approval actions here should not be read
as indicating automatic approval of such
Investments; rather, apprpval in these
cases is based somewhat on the positive
competitive and convenience benefits
that would result from consummation of
these transactions.

‘The financial condition and mana-
gerial resources and prospects of Appli-
cant, its subsidiaries, and the four banks
are generally satisfactory and con-
sistent with approval of the appli-
cations. Considerations relating to the
convenience and needs of the com-
munities to be served lend some
weight for approval of the applica-
tions since consummation of the trans-
actions will enable Applicant to pro-
vide services at -additional locations
within the communities. It is the Board’s
Jjudgment that the proposed transactions
are in the public interest and should be
approved.

. On the basis of the record,’ the ap-
-plications are approved for the reasons
summarized above. The transactions
shall not be consummated (3) before the
thirtieth calendar day following the ef-
fective date of this Order or (b) later

¢Dissenting statements of Governors
Brimmer and Holland filed as part of the
original document. Copies available upon re-
quest to the Board of Governors of the Fed-
eral Reserve System, Washington, D.C. 20551,
or to the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago.

s

consistent with
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than three months after the effective
date of this Order unless such perioed is
extended for good cause by the Board or
by the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago
pursuant to delegated authority.

By order of the Board of Governors,’
effective October 18, 1973.

[sEaL] CaESTER B. FLLDDERG,
Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-22012 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am)
'

SUBURBAN BANCORPORATION
Order Denying Acquisition of Bank

Suburban Bancorporation, Hyattsville,
Maryland, has applied for the Board's
approval under section 3(2)(3) of the
Bank Holding Company -Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(a) (3)) to acquire 90 percent or
more of the voting shares of Farmers and
Mechanics National Bank, Frederick,
Maryland (Bank).

Notice of the application, affording op-
portunity for Interested persons to sub-
mit comments and views, has been given
in accordance with section 3(b) of the
Act. The time for filing comments and
views has expired, and none has been
timely received. The Board has con-
sidered the application in licht of the
factors set forth in section 3(¢) of the
Act (12 U.L.C. 1842(c)).

Applicant, the fourth largest-banking
organization in the State, controls one
bank, Suburban Trust Company (Subur-
ban), which operates 45 banking offices
and holds deposits of approzimately $680
million, representing approximately 10
percent of the total deposits in commer-
cial banks in the State of Maryland. (All
banking data are as of December 31, 1972
unless otherwise noted). Upon consum-
mation of the proposed ccquisition of
Bank, Applicant would control approxi-
mately 12 percent of the total depesits
in commercial banks in the State, and
would rank thereby as the State's third
largest banking o on.

Bank, which has 13 ofilces, holds about
$124 million or 2 percent of the total
commercial bank deposits in the State
and ranks as the ninth largest banking
organization in the State. Bank has ten
offices in the market approximated by
Frederick County, and it also operates
three offices just across the Frederick
County line—two in Carroll County
(which is in the Baltimore SMSA) and
one in Montzomery County (which is in
the Washington, D.C. SMSA). Over-
whelmingly the largest of nine banks in
the Frederick County market, Bank con-

7 Approval of acquisition of ¥irst National
Bank of East Lansing, East Lansing; Central
Bank, Natlonal Assoclation, Grand Raplds;
and Valley Nationnl Bank of Saginavw, Sagl-
naw. Voting for this action: Chairman Burns
and Governors Mitchell, Daane, and Sheehan,
Voting against this action: Governers Brim-
mer and Holland, Absent and not votlog:
Governor Bucher.

Approval of acquisition of First Natfonnl
Bank of Wyoming, Wyoming. Voting for this
actlon: Chalrman Burns and Governors Aiit-
chell, Daane, Brimmer, Shechan, and Hol-
land. Absent and not voting: Governor Buc-
her.

. 25345

trols approximately 44 percent of the
area deposits. The second and third larg-
est banks in the market, contrel, re-
spectively, 20 and 11 percent of the de-
posits in the market while each of the six
remaining banks in the market (all in-
dependent and unaffiliated with a bank
holding company) controls less than 10
percent of market deposits.

Applicant’s subsidiary bank has no of-
fices in Frederick County and derives an
insienificant amount of deposits from
the Baltimore SIMSA. The only direct
competition between Bank and Applicant
appears to be limited to the Montsomery
County portion of the marxet approxi-
mated by the Washington SMSA. In the
Montzomery County area, Bank has one
office and Suburban has four offices, all
within a 12 mile radius of Bank’s branch
in Damascus, Maryland. Although Sub-
urban controls 30 percenf of deposits in
Montromery County, consummation of
this transaction vrould increase the share
of deposits controlled by Applicant in
that area by less than 1 per cent and
would apparently not have a significant
effect on present competition. As of June
30, 1972, the Damascus office of Bank
had deposits of $2.4 million, representing
less than one-half of 1 percent of the
deposits in Montgomery County. It ap-
pears, therefore, that present competi-
tion between Applicant and Bank would
be only slightly affected by consumma-
tion of this transaction.

While the effects of Applicant’s pro-
posal on existing competition do not raise
serious impediments to approval of the
application, consummation of the pro-
pozal would, in the Board’s view, have
significantly adverse effects on poten-
tial competition between Applicant and
Bank in Frederick County as well as the
Montgomery County porHon of the
Washington, D.C. SMSA. In regard to
Frederick County, which Is adjacent to
both the Washington SMSA and Balil-
more SMSA, the proposal herein would
eliminate the likely alternative of Appli-
cant entering Frederick County through
less onticompetitive means such as de
novo or foothold acquisition. It Is clear
that Applicant poscesses the resources for
meaningful de novo entry (either by es-
tablishing a branch or a new bank) into
Frederick County, an area which has
experienced above average growth in the
past and which Is expected to enjoy con-
tinued economic and population growth.
Applicant maintains that it hasno inter-
est In “foothold” or de novo entry into
Frederick County. The Board, however,
does view a foothold or de novo acquisi-
tion as a realistic alternative to the pro-
posed acquisition of the largest bank in
the Frederick County market. In fact, the
acquisition of one of the smaller, inde-
pendent banks in the area (of which
there are six) would be clearly prefer-
able from a competitive standpoint to the
proposal herein. On the basis of the facts
of record, including the prospects for
continued economic growth in the area,
the proximity of Frederick County to an
area of Applicant’s dominance (Mont-
gomery County), and the aggressive

<S>
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branching policy followed by Applicant
in the past,® the Board regards Applicant
as a likely potential entrant into Freder-
ick County. In this case, the acquisition
of the leading bank in a concentrated
market by a likely entrant into that mar-
ket is undesirable from a competitive
standpoint. The Board is of the view,
therefore, that consummation of. this
broposal would have a significantly ad-
verse effect of potential competition in
Frederick County.

Of equal concern to the Board is the
apparent adverse effect of Applicant’s
proposal on potential competition in the
Montgomery County portion of the mar-
ket approximated by the Washington,
D.C. SMSA. As noted above, Applicant
is already the largest banking organiza-
tion in Montgomery County. Inasmuch
as banks located in Washington, D.C.
proper are precluded by law from
branching into suburban Montgomery
County, the only hope for increased com-
petition and for a deconcentration of
banking resources in the County must
necessarily lie to a large extent on pre-

. serving the possibility that independent

banks such as Bank will expand in the
area. Acquisition of Bank by Applicant
would tend to solidify the existing bank-
ing structure in Montgomery County and
preclude the possibility of increased com-
petition through further expansion by
Bank in the County. As the only Mary-
land bank with deposits in excess of $100
million with headquarters outside the
Baltimore SMSA and Washington
SMSA, it appears that Bank is one of the
few banks outside the two SMSAs with
the financial resources necessary to ex-
pand its operations in Montgomery
County. That bank is likely to expand
its operations in Montgomery County

appears probable. Bank established its-

Damascus branch in 1965 and it is per-
mitted by Maryland law to branch fur-
ther into Montgomery County. Given the
high level of commuting in the arez (30
percent of the work force in Frederick

County apparently works outside the,

county) and the,further economic in-
tegration of Frederick County and Mont-
gomery County, it appears likely that
Bank would attempt to increase its bank-
ing operations in Montgomery County.
However, as the result of the consum-
mation of this proposal, the prospect of

1At the end of 1972, Applicant’s subsidiary
bank operated 45 banking offices and had
approval for 13 additional branch locations.

&~
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Bank developing into a meaningful com-
petitive force in Montgomery County
would be eliminated and the prospects
for increased competition in the area
seriously diminished.

On the basis of the foregoing and all
other facts in the record, the Board con-
cludes that consummation of Applicant’s
proposal would have significantly adverse
effects on potential competition in both

Frederick County and Montgomery/

County, and unless such anticompeti-
tive effects are outweighed by other con-
sideration reflected in the record,.the
application should be denied.

The financial condition of Applicant
and its subsidiary bank is regarded as
satisfactory, their managements appear
capable, and the prospects of each are
considered favorable. The same conclu-
sions apply generally with respect to the
financial and managerial resources and
prospects of Bank, whether as an inde-
pendent bank or as a subsidiary of Ap-
plicant. These considerations, however,
while favorable fo the application, do not
outweigh the adverse competitive effects
of the proposal.

There is no evidence in the record that
the banking needs of the public in Fred-
erick County are not presently being met
by the nine banking institutions oper-
ating therein. Applicant proposes to pro-
vide improved banking services, includ-
ing lower finance charges on Bank’s
credit card, trust services, and mortgage
lending services. While these improved
services provide some weight for ap-
proval, the Board does not consider these
considerations sufficient to outweigh the
anticompetitive effects of the proposal
described herein. Moreover, it appears
that such benefits could be adequately
provided by Applicant through an alter-
native means.of entry into the Frederick
County market. Finally, for the residents
of Montgomery County, consummation
of the proposal would have an adverse
effect on convenience and needs in that
it would remove an alternative source
(Bank's branch) of banking services. Ac-
cordingly, the Board finds that the anti-
competitive effects inherent in Appli-
cant’s proposal are not outweighed by
the considerations relating to the con-
venience and needs of the communities
to be served. .

On the basis of all relevant facts in the
record, the Board concludes that ap-
proval of the proposed acquisition is not
in the public interest, and the applica-
tion is denied for the reasons sum-
marized above.

By order of the Board of Governors,?
effective October 17, 1973.

[SEAL] CHESTER B. FELDBERG,
Secretary of the Board.

-[FR Doc.73-22917 Filed 10-26-73;8:46 am)

TENNESSEE VALLEY BANCORP, INC.
Acquisition of Bank

Tennessee Valley Bancorp, Inc., Nash-
ville, Tennessee, hos applied for the
Board’s approval under section 3(a) (3)
of the Bank Holding Company Act (12
U.S.C. 1842(a) (3)) to acquire 51 percent
or more of the voting shares of Com-
merce Union Bank Chattanooga, Chat-
tanooga, Tennessee. The factors that are
considered in acting on the application
are set forth in section 3(¢) of the Act
(12 U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the office of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta.
Any person wishing to comment on the
application should submit his views in
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov~
ernors of the Federal Reserve System,
Washington, D.C. 20551, to be recelved
not later than November 13, 1973.

Board of Governors of the Federal
Reserve System, October 19, 1973.

[sEAL] THEODORE E. ALLISON,
Assistant Secretary of the Board.

[FR Doc.73-22915 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
ADVISORY PANELS
Notice of Meetings

Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Coms~
mittee Act (P.L. 92-463), notice is hereby
given of meetings of the following ad-
visory panels of the National Sclence
Foundation including the individuals to
contact for further information respect«
ing each panel.

The purpose of each of these advisory
bodies is to provide advice and recom-
mendations as part of the review and
evaluation process for specific proposals
and projects.

The agends for each of these meetings
will be devoted to the review and evalua-
tion of specific proposals or projects.

sVoting for this action: Vice Chairman
Mitchell and Governors Brimmer, Shoohan,
Bucher, and Holland., Absent and not voting:
Chairman Burns and Governor Daane.

\
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These meetings are concerned with
matters which are within the exemp-
tlons of 5 U.S.C. 552(b) and will not be
open to the public in accordance with the
determination by the Director of the Na-
tional Science Foundation datéd Janu-
ary 15, 1973, pursuant to the provisions

. of section 10(d) of the Federal Advisory
Committee Act,
. . T. E. JENKINS,
Assistant Director
for Administration..
OcTOBER 16, 1973. .
[FR Doc73-22884 Filed 10-26-73;4:16 pm].

POSTAL RATE COMMISSION
. CERTAIN POSTAL FACILITIES
Notice of Visits
OcCTOBER 23, 1973.

In furtherance of-the Postal Rate
Commission’s training program noticed
In the Feperar. REcisTER on Septem-
ber 20, 1972 (37 FR 19404), employees of
the Commission will be visiting the Rock-
ville, Maryland post office and associated
facllities on November 6, 1973,

No particular matter at issue in con-
tested proceedings before the Commis-
sion nor the substantive merits of a mat-
ter that is likely to become a particular

-matter at issue in contested proceedings
before the Commission will be discussed.
A report on. the visit will be on file in the
Commission’s docket room.

By Direction of the Commission.

JOSEPH A. FISHER,
- Secretary.
[FR Doc.73-22909 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am)]

TARIFF COMMISSION
[AA1921-128]
PAPERMAKING MACHINERY AND PARTS
FROM SWEDEN
Determination of No Injury or Likelihood
Thereof

OcToRER 24, 1973.
.The Treasury Department advised the

papermaking machinery and parts
thereof from Sweden are belng, or are
likely to be, sold at less than fair value
within the meaning of the Antidumping
Act, 1921, as amended. In accordance
with the requirements of section 210(a)
of the Antidumping Act (19 US.C.
160(a)), the Tariff Commission insti-
tuted investigation No. AA1021-128 to
determine whether an industry in the
United States is being or is likely to be
injured, or Is prevented from being es-
tablished, by reason of .the importation
of such merchandise into the United
States.

Notice of the institution of the In-
vestigation and of a hearing to be held
in connection therewith was published
in the Feperar REGISTER of July 25, 1973
(38 FR 19916-17). A public hearing was
held September 18 and 19, 1973.

In arriving at its determination, the
Commission gave due conslderation to
all written submission from interested
parties, evidence adduced at the hear-
ing, and all factual information obtained
by the Commission’s staff from ques-
tionnaires, personal interviews and other
sources.

On the basls of the investigation, the
Commission has unanimously* deter~
mined that an industry in the United
States is not being or is not likely to be
injured, or is not prevented from being
established, by reason of the importa-
tion of papermaking and
parts thereof from Sweden, that are
being, or are likely to be, sold at less
than fair value within the meaning of
the Antidumping Act, 1921, as amended.

STATEMENT OF REASONS

The papermaking machines in ques-
tion are not fungible or standardized
products, but large and complex devices,
welghing several hundred tons, extend-
ing for as much as €00 feet, and consist-
ing of numerous major components in-
corporating thousands of intricate parts.
These machines were specifically de-
signed to meet the specifications and

1Commissioners Leonard and Young did

Tariff Commission on July 24, 1973, that not participate in the declslon,
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performance of the buyer and produced
under contract.

Customs investigated one U.S. sale of
Pregram  PWO popermaking machines by the only
manufacturer of such machines in
Sweden, AB Karlstads Mekaniska Werk-
stad (BEMW). These machines were sold
under contract to the Weyerhaeuser
Company for installation at that com-
pany’s new mill at Valliant, Oklahoma.
This sale is the only one that MW has
execufed in selling entire papermaking
machines in the United States.

Although EXMVT held the contract to
supply both the papermaking machines
Tor the mill, 1t did not produce or export
all the components of either machine.
By value, roughly one quarter of the
parts and components were purchased
in the United States. Some additional
parts were purchased overseas from a
subsidlory of a U.S. producer. The less
than fair value margins? found by the
Treasury Department in the s2le of these
machines amounted to several hundred
thousand dollars on a contract valued in
excess of ten million dollars. The elimi-
nation of the LTFV margins calculated
by Treasury would nof have resulted in
& price advantage in favor of the lowest
bildding domestic producer either on the
Inrger machine independently, or on both
machines as a package.

In our opinion, an industry in the
United States 1s not belng or is not likely
to be injured, or is not prevented from
being established by rezson of the im-
portation of papermaking machinery and
parts thereof of the class or kind from
Sweden determined by the Treasury De-
partment to be sold, or lkely to be sold
at less than fair value within the mean-
ing of the Antidumping Act.

By order of the Commission.

[s=aL] EKenNETE R. Masox,
Seeretary.

[PR D32.73-22956 Filed 10-20-73;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR
Office of the Secretary
. BGS SHOE CORP.

Certification of Eligibility of Workers To
Apply for Adjustment Assistance

Under date of July 16, 1973, the U.S.
Tarilf Commission made 2 report of the
results of its investiration (TEA-W-193)
under section 301(e) (2) of the Trade
Expansion Act of 1962 (76 Stat. 834) in
response to a petition for determination
of ellgibility to apply for adjustment as-
sistance on behalf of the workers and
former workers of the BGS Shoe Corp.
Mnnchester, NH. In this report, the
Commission, being equally divided, made
no finding with respect to whether arti-
cles like or directly competitive with the
dress and casual shoes and components
thereof produced by the BGS Shee Corp.
are, as a result in major part o con-
cesslons granted under trade agreements,

27The term “margin” conneotes the differ-
enca between the home market price (f.0b.
plant) and the price for which the imported
product was cold (f.0.b. plant) to an arm’s
length buyer, or the equivalent, for export
to the United States.
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being imported into the United States in
such increased quantities as to cause, or
threaten to cause unemployment or un-
deremployment of a significant number
of proportion of the workers of such
firm, or an appropriate subdivision-
thereof. The President subsequently de-
cided, under the authority of section 330
(d)(1) of the Tariff Act of 1930, as
amended, to consider the findings of
those Commissioners who found in the
affirmative as the finding of the Com-~
mission. ’

Upon receipt of the President’s au-
thorization, the Department, through the
Director of the Office of Foreign Eco-
nomic Policy, Bureau of International
Labor Affairs instituted an investigation.

Following this, the Director made a
recommendation to me relating to the
motter of certification (Notice of Dele-
gation of Authority and Notice of In-
vestigation, 34 FR 18342; 37 FR 2472; 38
FR 26031; 29 CFR Part 90). In the rec-
ommendation, she noted that concession-
genergted imports like or directly com-
petitive with the women’s dress and
casual shoes produced by the BGS Cor-
poration were increasing substantially
during the period 1968-72 when BGS
dress and casual shoes sales were falling.
In the years 1968-71, BGS was able to
offset this sales decline by expanding its
production and sales of women’s fashion
boots. In 1972 women'’s footwear fashions
shifted away from boots and BGS boot
sales declined. At this fime, the company
made a concerted effort to expand dress
and casual shoe sales by introducing new
styles and improving production tech-
niques. Although shoe sales increased in
the latter half of 1972, competitive pres-
sures due in magjor part to the increased
imported footwear soon made continued
shoe production unprofitable. As a result
BGS closed its Trend '"Tec Division, which
produced dress and casual shoe com-
ponents, in February 1973 and its Bee
Bee Shoe Co. Division, which produced
dress and casual shoes, in Mdarch 1973.
‘The Bee Bee Stitching Department of
the Pittsfield Division, another BGS sub-
division which performed some dress and
casual shoe production functions, was
closed in October 1972 but for reasons
unrelated to the importation of women’s
dress and casual shoes. Import competi-
tion was the major factor causing a
significant number of workers to become
unemployed or underemployed beginning
in December 1972 at the Trend 'Tec Di-
vision and in January 1973 at the Bee
Bee Shoe Co. Division. When these lay-
offs were occurring, all workers at the
Beo Bee Shoe Co. Division were involved
in employment relating to the produc-
tion of dress and casual shoes; all work~
ers at the Trend "Tec Division with the
exception of workers in department 34
making zippers for-protective footwear,
were involved in employment relating to
the production of dress and casual shoe
components. After due consideration, I
make the following certification.

All hourly and salaried employees of the
BGS Shoe Corporation, Bee Bee Shoe Co.

Division, Manchester, N.H., engaged in the
production of women’s dress end casual

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 38, NO. 207—MONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1973

NOTICES |

shoes, who became unemployed or undere
*employed after January 4, 1973, are eligible
to apply far adjustment assistance under
Title IIT, Chapter 3, of the Trade Expansion
Act of 1962.

All hourly and salarled employees of the
BGS Shoe Corporation, Trend '"Tec Division,
Manchester, N.H. (except those employed in
Department 34—zippers), engaged in the
production of components for women’s dress
and casual shoes who became unemployed
or underemployed after December 21, 1972,
are eligible to apply for adjustment assist-
ance under Title III, Chapter 3 of the Trade
Expansion Act of 1962. :

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 18th
day of October 1973.

JOEL SEGALL,
Deputy Under Secretary
jor International Affairs.

[FR Doc.73-22944 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Notice 370]

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS

, OCTOBER 24, 1973.

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation or oral argument ap-
pear below and will be published only
once. This list contains prospective as-
signments only and does not include
cases previously assigned hearing dates.
The hearings will be on the issues as
presently reflected in the Official Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings as promptly as possible, but
interested. pdities should take appro-
priate steps to insure that they are noti-
fied of cancellation or postponements of
hearings in which they are interested.
No amendments will be entertained after
October 29, 1973.

MC-123048 Sub 253, Diamond Transportation
System, Inc.,, now assigned November 6,
1973, at Chicago, 1., is canceled and the
application is dismissed.

MC 99214 Sub 5, Patterson Truck Line, Inc.,
application dismissed.

MC 107839 Sub 149, Denver-Albugquerque
Motor Transport, Inc.,, MC 113678 sub 477,
Curtis, Inc., now assigned November 5,
1973, at Denver, Colo., 18 postponed to No-
vember 6, 1973, in Room B-230, New Cus-
tom House, 19th and Stout St., Denver,
Colo.

‘W-1266, Marine Ezploration Company, Inc.,
now assigned November 5, 1973 at Miami,
Fla., will be held in Room T17 Federal
Bullding, 51 Southwest First Avenue,
Miami, Floridsa, instead of Room 208 Fed-
eral Building, 51 Southwest First Avenue,

MC-FC-35454, Middle and Western Farms
Cooperative Association, Lessee, and B. J.
McAdams, Inc., Lessor, MC-C-8077, Middle
and Western Farms Cooperative Associa~
tion, Northern Fruit Company Ritclo Pro-
duce, Inec., Jack T. Balllle McAdams, James
D. Paul, Edward Farrington, James Wade,
and William R. Crow, Jr.—Investigation
of Operations and Practices—MC 134922
Sub 27, B. J. McAdams, Inc., Extension—
Helen, Arkansas, now assigned January 14,

. 1974, will be held in Room 319 Post Office
Building, 600 West Capitol Street, Little

» Rock, Arkansas. .

MC 82841 Sub 118, Hunt Transportation, Inc.,

now assigned November b, 1978, at Chicago,

-

1., postponed to November 28, 1073 (1

week), at the Ambassador Hotel, State ahd

Goethe Streets, Chicago, Illinols.

[sEAL] RoOBERT L. OsWALD,
Secretary.

[FR D0c.73-22061 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR
RELIEF

OcTOBER 24, 1973.

An application, as summarized below,
has been filed requesting relief from the
requirements of section 4 of the Inter-
state Commerce Act to permit common
carriers named or described in the appli-
cation to maintain higher rates and
charges at intermediate points than those
sought to be established at more distant
points. *

Protests to the granting of an applica-
tion must be prepared in accordance with
Rule 40 of the General Rules of Praoctico
(49) CFR 1100.40) and filed within 16

. days from the date of publication of this

notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER.

FSA No. 42763—Hominy Feed and Dis«
tillers Spent Grain Mash to Gulf Ports
for Ezxport. Filed by Southwestern
Frelght Bureau, Agent (No. B-444), for
interested rail carriers. Rates on hominy
feed and distillers spent grain mash, in
bulk, in covered hopper cars, as described
in the application, from points in Arkan~
sas, Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri
(including East St. Louls, I11.), Nebraska,
Oklahoma, Texas and Wyoming, to Gulf
Ports, Pensacola, Florida to Corpus
Christi, Texas, for export.

Grounds for relief—Commodity rela-
tionship.

Tariffs—Supplement 61 to Texas-
Louisiana Freight Bureau, Agent, tariff
61-I, I.C.C. No. 1137, and 8 other sohed~
ules named in the application. Rates are
published to become effective on Novem-
ber 26, 1973.

[sEAL] ROBERT L, O$WALD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22959 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 nm]

[Ex Parte No. 241; Exemption 53]
LOUISVILLE AND (IEIASHVILLE RAILROAD

Exemption Under Mandatory Car Service
Rules

Ocroner 24, 1973,

It appearing, that there is an emer-
gency movement of military supplies
from Ft. Estill, Kentucky, to Leland,
North Carolina; that the'originating car«
rier has insufficient system cars of suit~
able dimensions immediately available
for loading with this trafic; that sufll-
cient cars of other ownerships having
suitable dimensions are available on the
lines of the originating carrier and on its
connections; and that compliance with
Car Service Rules 1 and 2 would prevent
the timely assembly and use of stich cars,

It is ordered, That pursuant to the
authority vested in me by Car Service
Rule 19, the Car Service Division of the
Association of American Railroads is au-

-



thorized to direct the movement to the
Touisville and Nashville Rallroad Com~
pany, the railroads designated by the
Car Service Division are authorized to
move to, and the Loulsville and Nashville
Railroad Company is authorized to ac-
cept, assemble, and load not to exceed
176 empty cars with military supplies
from Fi. Estill, Kentucky, to Ieland,
North Caroling, regardless of the provi-

. sions of Car Service Rules 1(b), 2(c), 2
(@, or 2(e).

Effective October 18, 1973.
Expires November 2, 1973.

“Issued abt Washington, D.C., Octo-
ber 18, 1973. .
INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION,
" Lewis R. TEEPLE,
Agent,

[FR Doc.73-22957 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]

[sEAL] -

[Notice 379]

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
PROCEEDINGS

- Synopses of orders entered by Division
3 of the Commission pursuant to sections
212(h), 206(a), 211, 312(h), and 410(g)
of the Interstate Commerce Acht, and
rules and regulations preseribed there-
under (49 CFR Part 1132), appear
below:

Each application: (except as otherwise
specifically noted) filed after March 27,
1972, contains a statement by applicants
that there will be no significant effect on
the quality of the-human environment
resulting from approval of the applica-
tion. As provided in the Commission's
general rules of practice any interested
person may file a petition seeking recon-
sideration of the following numbered
proceedings on or before November 28,
1973. Pursuant to section 17(8) of the
Interstate Commerce Act, the filing of
such a petition will postpone the effective

- - date of the order in that proceeding

pending its disposition. The matters
relied upon by petitioners must bhe
- specified in their petitions with par-

ticularity. .

No. MC-FC-74327. By order. entered
October 18, 1973, Division 3, acting as an
Appeligte Division, approved the transfer
to Tillman Transfer, Inc., Omahd, Nebr.,
of the operating rights set forth in Cer-
tificate No. MC-T70040, issued July 12,
19617, to Kay C. Schwedhelm, doing busi-
ness as Schwedheld Freight, Pender,
Nebr., anthorizing the transportation of
general commodities, with the usual ex~

-ceptions, over specified routes, between
Omaha, Nebr.,, -and Sioux City, Iowa,
serving specified intermediate and off-
-route points and between junction U.S.
Highway 275 and 77, and Sioux City,
Iowa, serving certain intermediate points,
restricted against service between
.Omaha, Nebr., and Council Bluffs, Towa,
_ and points in their Commercial Zones, on
the one hand, and, on the other, Sioux
City, Towa, and points in its commercial
zone, Einar Viren, 904 City National Bank
Building, Omaha, Nebr. 68102, and Earl
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H. Scudder, Jr., P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln,
Nebr, 68501, attorneys for transferee and
transteror, respectively.

No. MC-FC-14419. By order entered
October 18, 1973, Divislon 3 approved
the transfer to Tillman Transfer, Inc.,
Omaha, Nebraska, of the operating rights

.seb forth in Certificate No. MC-120061

(Sub-No. 2), issued by the Commission
August 27, 1964, to Delbert Braesch, do~
ing business as Arlington-Heoper Trans-
fer, Arlington, Nebraska, authorizing the

- transportation of general commodities

with the usual exceptions, between
Hooper, Nebr., and Omaha, Nebr., over
specified routes, serving intermediate
points. Einar Viren, 904 City National
Bank Building, Omaha, Nebr, 68102, and
Arthur C. Sidner, 403 First National Bank
Bldg.,, Fremont, Nebr. 68025, attor-
neys for tranferee and transferor,
respectively.

[sEanl Rosent L. OswaLD,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.73-22900 Filed 10-26~73;8:45 am]

[Notlce 145]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

Ocroskr 23, 1973.

The following are notices of filing of
application, except as otherwise specifi-
cally noted, each applicant states that
there will be no significant effect on the
quality of the human environment re-
sulting from approval of its applcation,
for temporary authority under section
210a(a) of the Interstate Commerce Act
provided for under the new rules of Ex
Parte No. MC-67 (49 CFR 1131) pub-
lished in the FEpErAL REGISTER, issue of
April 27, 1965, effective July 1, 1865.
These rules provide that protests to the
granting of an application must be filed
with the field official named in the Feo-
ERAL REGISTER publication, within 15 cal-
endar days after the date of notice of
the filing of the applcation i5 published
in the Feperar REGISTER. One copy of
such protests must be cerved on the ap-
plicant, or its authorized representative,
if any, and the protests must certify that
such service has been made. The protests
must be specific as to the service which
such protestant can and will offer, and
must consist of a signed original and six
(6) copies.

A copy of the application is on file,
and can be examined at the Ofiice of the
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Washington, D.C., and also in fleld
ofice to which protests are to be
transmitted. “ -

MoTORr CARRIERS OF PROPLRTY

No. MC 531 (Sub-No. 286 TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: YOUNGER
BROTHERS, INC., 4904 Griges, P.O. Box
14048, Houston, Tex. 77021. Applicant’s
representative: Wray E. Hughes (come
address as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Grape juice, in bulk, in tank vehicles,
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{rom DiGlorgio and Fresno, Calif,, in in-
terstote and forelen commerce, to Buf-
falo, N.Y., with finol delivery Toronto,
Canada, for 180 days. SUFPORTING
SHIPPER: Bartolomeo Pio, Inc., 130 S.
Easton Reoad, Glenside, Pa. 19038, SEND
PROTESTS TO: John F. Mensing, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerece
Commission, Bureau of Operations, Room
8610 Federal Building, 515 Rusk Ave.,
Houston, Tex. 77602.

No. MC 50063 (Sub-No. 469 TA), filed
October 12, 1973. Applicant: REFINERS
TRANSPORT & TERMINAY, CORPORA-
TION, 445 Earlwood Avenue, Oregon,
Ohlo 43616. Applicant’s representative:
Jack A. Gollan (same address as above).
Authority soucht to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Petroleum products,
in bulls, from Lawrenceville, 11., to points
In Tenneszee, for 180 days. SUPPORT-
ING SHIPPER: Texaco, Inc., 1111 Rusk
Avenue, Houston, Tex. T7052. SEND
PROTESTS TO: Kelth D. Warner, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission,, Bureau of Operations, 313
Federal Oflice Puilding, 234 Summit
Street, Toledo, Ohlo 43604.

No. MC 103953 (Sub-No. T79 TA), filed
October 15, 1873. Applicant: MORGAN
DRIVE-AWAY, INC., 2800 Wezst Lexing-
ton Avenue, Elhart, Ind. 46514. Appli-
cant’s representative: Paul D. Borghe-
sani (same address as above). Authority
sousht to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,.
transporting: Modular motel units, from
Mecklenburg, N.C., to Ocala, Fla., for 180
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Modu-
lar Corp. of Amerlea, 501 Afando Ave.,
P.0. Box 2756, Charlotte, N.C. SEND
PROTESTS TO: W. S. Ennis, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 345 West
Waoyne Street, Room 204, Ft. Wayne,
Ind. 46802,

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 234 TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: BRAY
LINES INCORPORATED, 1401 N. Little,
P.O. Box 1191, Cushing, Okla. 74023. Ap-
plicant’s reprezentative: Robert A. Stone
(came address as above). Aunthority
sousht to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routss,
transporting: Frozen pies and coles,
from the plantsite and warehouse faeili-
ties of Mrs. Smith’s Ple Company, at or
near McMinnville and Portland, Orez.,
to Phoenix, Ariz.; Pocatello and Boize,
Idaho; Butte, Billings and Great Falls,
Mont.; Salt Lake City, Utah and points
in California, for 180 days. SUPPORT-
ING SBIPPER: George Lawson, Gen.
Mgr., 2rs. Smith's Pie Co., 2393 Orchard
Ave., P.O. Box 29, McMinnville, Orez.
97123. SEND PROTESTS "TO: C. I.
Phillips, District Supervisor, Interstzte
Commerce Commicsion, Bureau of
Operations, Rm. 240, Old Post Office
Bldr., 215 NW. Third, O:lzhoma City,
Okla, 713102.

No. MC 117119 (Sub-INo. 48 TA), filed
October 11, 1373. Applicant: WILLIS
SHAW FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O.

o

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 38, NO. 207—HMONDAY, OCTOBER 29, 1973



29850

Box 188, Elm Springs, Ark. 72728. Au-~
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Candy (chocolate
Christmas), from West; Reading and
Wyomissing, Pa., to Denver, Colo., for
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER:
R. M. Palmer Co., 77 Second Avenue,
West Reading, Pa.. 19602. SEND PRO-
TESTS TO: District Supervisor  Wil-
liam H. Land, Jr., Bureau of Operations,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 2519
Federal Office Building, 700 West Capitol,
Little Rock, Ark. 72201.

No. MC 118142 (Sub-No. 55 TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: M. BRUEN-
GER & CO., INC., 6250 North Broadway,
‘Wichita, Kans. 67219, Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Lester C. Arvin, 814 Century
Plaza Bldg., Wichita, Kans. 67202. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod-
ucts, meat byproducts and articles dis-
iributed by meat packinghouses, as
described in Sections A and C of Ap-
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier's Certificates, 61 M.C.C.
209 and 766 (except hides and commodi~
ties in bulk), from the plantsite and
storage facilities of Bryan Brothers
Packing Company, West Point, Miss., to
‘Wichita, Kans., for 180 days. SUPPORT-
ING SHIPPER: Cudahy Foods Co., 2300
North Broadway, Wichita, Kans. 67219,
SEND PROTESTS TO: M. E. Taylor,
District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Operae
tions, 501 Petroleum Building, Wichita,
Kans. 67202. :

No. MC 118202 (Sub-No. 21 'TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: SCHULTZ
TRANSIT, INC., Post Office Box 406, 323
Bridge Street, Winona, Minn. 55987. Ap-
plicant’s representative: Eugene A,
Schultz (same address as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts, meat byproducts, and articles dis-
tributed by meat wpackinghouses, as
described in Sections A and C of Ap-
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificales, 61 M.C.C. 209
angl 766 (except commodities in bulk and
hides), from the plantsite and storage
facllities utilized by Sunflower Beef
Packers, Incorporated, at York, Nebr., to
points in New York, Pennsylvania, New
Jersey, Maryland, Ohio, Massachusetts,
and Chicago, Ill.,, for 180 days. SUP-~
PORTING SHIPPER: Sunflower Beef
Packers, Incorporated, 14th and Division,
York, Nebr. 68457. SEND PROTESTS
TO: A. N. Spath, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, 448 Federal Building
and U.S. Courthouse, 110 South Fourth
Street, Minneapolis, Mirn, 55401.

No. MC 118202 (Sub-No. 22 TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: SCHULTZ
TRANSIT, INC., Post Office Box 406, 323
Bridge Street, Winona, Minn. 55987. Ap-

plicant’s representative: Eugene A.
Schultz (same address as above). Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
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routes, transporting: Frozen potatoes
and potalo products (except bulk com-
modities shipped in tank vehicles) from
Clark, S. Dak., restiicted to the plantsite
and storage facilities utilized by Midwest
Food Corporation, to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, District of Columbia, Florida,
Georgia, Indiana, Kansas, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Maryland, New York, Missis-
sippi, Missouri, North Carolina, Ohio,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee,
and Texas, for 180 days. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER: Midwest Food Corporation,
P.O. Box 100, Clark, S. Dak. 57225. SEND
PROTESTS TO: A. N. Spath, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, 448 Fed-
eral Building and U.S. Courthouse, 110
South Fourth Street, Minneapolis, Minn.
55401. .

No. MC 118831 (Sub-No. 108 ‘TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: CENTRAL
TRANSPORT, INCORPORATED, P.O.
Box 5044 (Box zip 27261), Uwharrier
Road, High Point, N.C. 27263. Applicant’s
representative: Richard E. Shaw (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Dry synthetic plastic resins, in bulk,
from the plantsite of Goodyear Chemical
Co. at or near Scottsboro, Ala., to Port
Rayon, Tenn., for-180 days. SUPPORT-
ING SHIPPER: Beanunit Corporation,
P.O. Box 12234, Research Triangle Park,
N.C. 27709. SEND PROTESTS TO:
Archie W. Andrews, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
reau of Operations, P.O. Box 26896, Ra-
leigh, N.C. 27611, '

No. MC 119555 (Sub-No. 8 TA), filed
October 12, 1973. Applicant: OH, AND
INDUSTRY SUPPLIERS LTD., 640 12th
Avenue SW., P.O. Box 3500, Calgary, Al-
berta, Canada. Applicant’s representa-
tive: D. S. Vincent (same address as
above) . Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Petroleum
additive oil treating compound, in bulk,
in tank type vehicles, from St. Louis, Mo.,
to port of entry on the Canada-United
Statés internationdl boundary at or near
Port Huron, Mich., for 180 days. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER: Petrolite Corp. of
Canada Limited, 2210 Bromsgrove Rd.,
Clarkson, Ontario, Canada. SEND PRO-~
TESTS TO: Paul J. Labane, District Su-
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Bureau of Operations, Room 222,
U.S. Post Office Building, Billings, Mont.
59101. :

No. MC 120350 (Sub-No. 31 TA), filed
October 12, 1973. Applicant: CHARLES
E. WOLFE, doing business as EVER~
GREEN EXPRESS, 410 North 10th
Street, P.O. Box 212 (Box zip 59103),
Billings, Mont. 59101. Applicant’s rep-
resentative: Clayton Brown (same ad-
dress as above). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor

_vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-

ing: Lumber and lumber products (ex-
cept commodities in bulk, in tank
vehicles) from White Sulphur Springs,
Mont., to points in Colorado, for 180
days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Castle
Mountain Corporation, P.O. Box J, White

Sulphur Springs, Mont. 59645. SEND
PROTESTS TO: Paul J. Labane, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations,
Room 222 U.S. Post Office Building, Bill-
ings, Mont. 59101.

No. MC 120350 (Sub-No. 32 TA), filed
October 12, 1973. Applicant: CHARLES
E. WOLFE, doing business as EVER-~
GREEN EXPRESS, 410 North 10th
Street, P.O. Box 212 (Box zip 59103),
Billings, Mont. 59101. Applicent’s rep-
resentative: Clayton Brown (samo ad«
dress as above). Authority sought to
operate as & common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport«
ing: Lumber and lumber products (ox-
cept commodities in bulk, in tank
vehicles) from Lewistown, Mont, to
points in North Dakota, Minnesots,
Wisconsin, and Michigan, for 180 days.
SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Berg Post and
Lumber Inc., Lewistown, Mont. 59457,
SEND PROTESTS TO: Paul J. Labane,
District Supervisor, Interstate Commerceo
Commission, Bureau of Operations,
Room 222 U.S. Post Office Building, Bll-
lings, Mont. 59101,

No. MC 120350 (Sub-No. 33 TA), filed
October 12, 1973. Applicont: CHARLES
E. WOLFE, doing business as EVER-
GREEN EXPRESS, 410 North 10th
Street, P.O. Box 212 (Box zip 59103), Bil-
lings, Mont. 59101. Applicant's repres-
entative: Clayton Brown (ssme address
as above). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Empty metal, plastic and cardboard con-
tainers, from Chicago, I1l,, and its com-
mercial zone; La Porte, Ind.; Van Wort,
Ohio; St. Paul, and Minneapolis, Minn.,
and the commercial zone thereof; and
Sioux Falls, S. Dak., to Helena, Mont,., for
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER:
Celumbia Chemical Co., Inc., 1216 Boze-
men Avenue, Helena, Mont. 59601, SEND
PROTESTS TO: Paul J. Labane, District
Supervisor, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room 222
U.S. Post Office Building, Billings, Mont.
59101,

No. MC 123075 (Sub-No. 24 TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: SHUPE &
YOST, INC,, North U.S. 85 Bypass, P.O.
Box 1123, Greeley, Colo. 80631. Appli-
cant’s representative: Stuart Poelman,
Tth Floor, Continental Bank Bullding,
Salt Lake City, Utah 84101, Authority
'sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by. motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Salt and salt products;
from the plantsite of Great Salt Lake
Mineral & Chemical Corporation located
near Little Mountain, Utah, to points in
Colorado, Kansas, those parts of Neb-
raska and South Dakota on the west of
U.S. Highway 83, and Wyoming, with no
transportation for compensation on re-
turn except as otherwise authorized,
under a continuing contract with Caroy
Salt Company, Hutchinson, Kans., for
180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER:
Carey Salt Division of Interpace Cor-
poration, P.O. Box 1728, Hutchinson,
Kans. 67501, SEND PROTESTS TO:
District Supervisor Roger L. Buchanan,

Interstate = Commerce  Commission,
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- Bureau of Operations, 2022 Federal
Building, Denver, Colo. 80202.

No. MC 124144 (Sub-No. 7 TA), filed
October 12, 1973. Applicant: ROBERT
N. TOOMEY, doing business as ROBERT
N. TOOMEY TRUCKING CO. 1516
South George Street, York, Pa.- 17403.
Applicant’s representative: Charles E.
Creager, P.O. Box 1417, Hagerstown, Md.
21740, Authority sought to operate as a
coniract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Corru-
gated plastic board, from the plantsite
-‘of Alco Plastic Products Company at or
near Oaks, Pa., to Los Angeles, Calif.,
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER:
Alco Plastic Products, Division of Alco
Standard .Corp., Brookyille, Ind. 47102.
SEND PROTESTS TO: Robert P. Ame-
rine, District Supervisor, Interstate Com-~
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
. tions, 278 Federal Building, P.O. Box 869,

- Harrisburg, Pa. 17108.

©  No. MC 126758 (Sub~-No. 5 TA), filed
October, 12, 1973. Applicant: EUGENE J.
GLOSIER AND LEROY F. SOMMER,

" doing business as GLOSIER SERVICE
CO., P.O. Box 366, St. Charles, Mo. 63301,
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Malt beverages and
related advertising materials and sup-
plies when shipped in the same vehicle,
and empty containers on return, between
St. Charles, Mo., and Memphis, Tenn,,
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER:
R. C. Fischer & Son Distributing Com-~
pany, 1801 Harvester Road, P.O. Box 282,
St. Charles, Mo. 63301, SEND PRO-
TESTS TO: District Supervisor J. P.
Werthmann, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Bureau of Operations, Room
1465, 210 North 12th Street, St. Iouis,
Mo. 63101,

No. MC 136916 (Sub~No. 8 TA), filed
Oclober 15, 1973. Applicant: LENAPE
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC. P.O.
Box 227, Lafayette, N.J, 07848. Appli-
cant’s representative: Bert Collins, 5
World Trade Center, New York, N.Y.
10048. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
“Irregular routes, transporting: Salt miz-
tures, from Milo, N.Y., to points in Mor-
1is, Sussex, Warren, Hunterdon, and
Somerset Counties, N.Y., and Lycoming,
TUnion, Lackawanna, Luzerne, Schuylkill,
Fayette, Greene, Washington, and West-
moreland Counties, Pa., for 180 days.
SUPPORTING SHIPPER: Morton Salt
Co. (Division of Morton Norwich Prod-
ucts, Inc.), 939 North Delaware Avenue,
" -Philadelphia, Pa. 19123. SEND PRO-
TESTS TO: Joel Morrows, District Su-
pervisor, Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion, Bureau of Operations, 9 Clinton
* Street, Newark, N.J. 07102.

No. MC 138635 (Sub-No. 8 TA), filed
October 16, 1973. Applicant: CAROLINA
WESTERN EXPRESS, INC., 650 East-
wood Drive, Gastonia, N.C. 28052. Appli-
cant’s representative: John R. Sims, Jr.,
Suite 600, 1707 H Street NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transportings

NOTICES

Synthetic fiber yarns, from the plantsites
of A, M, Smyre Mig. Co., at Ranlo, N.C.,
to points in California, for 180 days. SUP-
PORTING SHIPPER: A, M. Smyre Mfg.
Co., P.O. Box 639, Gastonia, N.C. 28052.
SEND PROTESTS TO: District Super-
visor Terrell Price, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 800
Briar Creek Road, Room CC516, Char-
lotte, N.C, 28205.

No. MC 138743 (Sub-No, 3 TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: SNOW-
BALL, LTD., P.O. Box 361, Morton, 11,
61550. Applicant’s representative: Jacob
P, Billig, 1126 16th Street NV., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20036. Authority sought to op-
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Pipe, conduit, cement containing
asbestos fiber, and accessories necessary
for the installation thereof, from the
plantsite and storage facilities of Cer-
tain-Teed Products Corporation at Belle~
fontaine Neighbors and Riverview, 2Mo.,
to polnts in Alabama, Georgla, Iowl-
siana, Mississippd, South Carolina, and
Tennessee, for 180 days. SUPPORTING
SHIPPER: Thomas F. McGrath, General
Traffic Manager, Certain-Teed Products
Corporation, P.O. Box 860, Valley Forge,
Pa, 19482, SEND PROTESTS TO:
Richard K. Shullaw, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu-
Treau of Operations, Everett McKinley
Dirksen Building, 219 8. Dearborn Stree,
Room 1086, Chicago, 1. 60604.

No. MC 138858 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
October 12, 1973, Applicant: CHARLES
M. SHIRK, 205 East Main Street, Terrs
Hill, Pa. 17581. Applicant’s represent-
ative: Christlan V. Graf, 407 North
Front Street, Harrisburg, Pa. 17101. Au-~
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irreTular
routes, transporting: Precast concrete
products, from the plantsite of Terre Hi)l
Concrete Products, Inc., in Terre Hily,
Pa,, to points in New York, New Jersey,
Maryland, West Virginia, the District of
Columbia, Delaware, and Virginia, for
90 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER:
Terre Hill Concrete Products, Inc., P.O.
Box 163, Terre Hill, Pa. 17581. SEND
PROTESTS TO: Robert P. Amerine,
District Supervisor, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera-
:tl;i7¢msé, P.O. Box 869, Harrisburg, Pa.
108.

No. MC 139162 TA, filed October 12,
1973. Applicant: RHODES TRUCEING
CORPORATION, 5317 Eentucky Ave-
nue, South Charleston, W. Va. 25303, Ap-
plicant’s representative: John M. Fried-
man, 2930 Putnam Avenue, P.O. Box 426,
Huwrricane, W. Va. 25526. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Brick and clay products,
from the plant and warchouse sites of
the Cline Brick Company at or near
Ashland and Princess, Ky., to Hunting-
ton, W, Va., and polnts in the Hunting-
ton, W. Va, Terminal Area; and
Charleston, W. Va,, and points in the
Charleston, W. Va., Commercial Zone,
for 180 days. SUPPORTING SHIPPER:
Cline Brick Company, P.O. Box 1790,
Ashland, Ky. 41101, Att.: Donald K.
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Cline, Vice President. SEND PROTESTS
TO: H. R. White, District Supervisor,
Interstate Commerce Commission, Bu~
reau of Operations, 3108 Federal Office
Bldg., 500 Quarrier Street, Charleston,
W.Va. 25301. -

No. MC 133059 (Sub-No. 1 TA), filed
October 15, 1973. Applicant: EAST
COAST TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.,
3765 NW. 71st Street, Miami, FIa. 33147,
Applicant’s representative: Harry A.
Payton, 19 West Flagler Street, Miami,
Fla. 33130. Authority souzht to operate
as & common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Gen-~
eral commodities (except those of wn-
usual velue, commodities in bulk, dan-
gerous explosives, commedities requir-
ing speelal equipment, household goods
os defined in “Practices of Motor Com-
men Carriers of Household Goods”, 17
M.C.C. 467, and thoze commadities in-
Jjurious or contaminating to other Iading)
between points in Dade, Broward, Palm
Beach, and Monrce Counties, Fla., on
traflic moving in interstate or foreicn
commerce, for 180 days. SUPPORTING

S: Universal carloading & Dis-
tributing Co., 3400 NW. 62d St., Miami,
Fla.; National Biscult Company, 425
Pork Avenue, New York, N.Y. 10022;
Miami Valley Paper Shippers Assocla-
tion, 845 East Avenue, Hamilton, Ohio
45011; and Jeanmette Glass Company,
Bullitt Avenue, Jeaneite, Pa. 15644.
SEND PROTESTS TO: District Super~
visor Joseph B. Teichert, Bureau of Op-~
erations, Interstate Commerce Commis-
slon, Palm Ceast IT Building, Suite 203,
5255 NW. 87th Avenue, Miami, Fla. 33160.

[seaL] Roeert L. OswaLp,
Secretary
(FR Dee.73-22253 Fited 10-25-73;8:45 am]

OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS
POLICY

ELECTROMAGNETIC RADIATION
ADVISORY COUNCIL :

Notice of Public Meeting

Notice is hereby given that the Elec-
tromagnetic Radiation Advisory Council
will meet at 10:00 2. in Room 712, 1800
G Street NW., Washington, D.C, on
Wednesday, October 31, 1973.

The principal agenda item will be a
discussion on the Coumeil’s recently com-~
pleted review of the multiagency pro-
gram to assess the blolozicel hazards of
nonitonizing electromagnetc radiation.

‘The meeting will be open to the public;
any member of the public will be per-
mitted to file a vritten statement with
the Councl, before or ajter the meeting.

The names of the members of the
Councll, a copy of the agenda, a summary
of the meeting, and other information
pertaining to the meeting may be ob-
tained from Ms. Janet Healer, Office of
Telecommunications Policy, Washingten,
D.C. 20504 (telephone: 202-395-5623).

Dated: October 23, 1973.
Bryaw M. BacLE,

Advisory Commitice
Management Oficer.

[FR. Dac73-23937 Filed 10-26~73;8:45 am]
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CUMULATIVE LISTS OF PARTS AFFECTED—OCTOBER
The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of Federal
. Regulations affected by documents published to-date during October.
1 CFR Page | 7 CFR—Continued Page
CFR checklist 27211 | 811 . 27509, 28811
850 27510, 29311
3 CFR 863 27377
PROCLAMATIONS 864 28059
g2g1 | 865 28059
Jan, 22,1906 (611) e e 2 874 29472
Mar. 30. 1911 (1119) e 28291 892 28062
4247 . : 27219 | 900 29797
4248__ 219171 905 28063
4249 21023 | s0s 28283, 28284
4250 908 27212, 27511, 28064, 28945
4251 28925 | 909 28285
4252 29068 | 910 _ T 27598, 28255, 29071, 29598
. 913 29017, 29598
EXECUTIVE ORDERS: | 929 29311, 29799
5327 (See PLO 5899) e eecece 28568 | g2y 27512
5672 (See PLO 5399) e e 28568 | 944 28286, 28553
10000 (See EO 11744) o 29563 | gs5g 20213
11703 (superseded by EO 11743) .. 29459 | g9g6 29214
11739 27581 | gg1 27381
11740 27585 | 1030 29311, 29477
11741 28809 | 1050 29801
11742 29457 | 1096._. 29311
11743 29459 | 1065 28064
11744 29563 | 1103 28813
s OTHER 1207 27382
B, ey T 1421” 27212, 28287, 29313
ECUTIVE ORDER® : 1427 28065
y : 1464 27921
Memorandum of September 20, 1474 29072
1973 811 | 1701 28287
1823 29025, 29036
4 CFR 1832 29599
351 27507 { 1841 29039
1842 29047
5 CFR 1843 29051
213 27211, | 1861 = 29060
27351, 27508, 27509, 27816, 28553, | 18908 29600
28811, 289217, 29209, 29797 PRrOPOSED RULES:
410 28281 59 28296
531 27509 729 27530
811 28838
6 CFR ) 929__ 27936
Rulings 29600 958 g:l:gg'?
150-- 21289 | 965 27936, 28946
27290, 217528, 27933, 28836, 29209, e 27408, 27937
29307 980 27938
152 27529, 29600, 29684 89 505, 20351
155 27933 982 X
984 28296
ProrosED RULES: 987 gg%ig
28845, 29618 '989
1.5;2 285792 1001 29337
1002 29337
1004 29337
7 CFR 1006 ‘ 29337
2 21281 1007 28297, 29337
20 28055 1011 29337
29 29020 1012 29337
.23 29022 1013 29337
29 27599, 27817 1015 29337
52 29210, 29310 1030 27615, 28297, 29337
54 28282 1032 28297, 29337
56 27509 1033 29337
70 28282 1036 29337
220 27281 1040 29230, 29337
354 28282 1044 a- 29337
401 27282 1046 28297, 29337
oo 98944 1049 28297, 29337
R 1050 28297, 29337
725 27355 1060 28297, 29337
726, - 29591 1061 28297, 29337
728 27211 1062 28297, 29337

7 CFR—Continued Page
ProroSED RULEsS—Continued
1063 28297, 20337
1064 28297, 29337
1065 282917, 29337
1068 28291, 20337
1069. 28297, 20337
10704 28207, 20337
1071 28297, 20337
1073 28297, 20337
1075 - 20337
1076 28297, 20337
1078 28297, 20337
1079 28297, 20337
1090 28297, 20337
. 1094 28297, 29337
1096 e 280617, 28297, 203317
1097 28297, 20337
1098 28297, 20337
1099 282917, 20337
1101 29337
1102 282917, 20337
1104 28297, 20337
1106 28207, 20337
1108 p 282917, 20337
1120 28297, 20337
1121 29337
T 1124 -~ 20331
1125 290337
1126 28297, 20337
1127 282917, 20337
112 282917, 20337
1129 282917, 20337
1130 28297, 29337
1131 -- 28297, 203317
1132 282917, 20337
1133 20337
1134 20337
1136 20337
113 20337
1138 28297, 20337
1139 29337
1421 27939
1438 20087
1446 27939
1464____.._ 217939, 28073, 262917, 20603
1700 - 27843
8 CFR
PROPOSED RULES!
2234, 39816
9 CFR
18 27512
82 28814
91 27591
92 28564
97 28814
301 29216
303 289217, 20214
307. 28287
308 29214
309 20214
311 20214
312 20214
316. 20214
317 . 20214
318 20214
319 29216
325 20216
327 285564, 20215
350 28554, 20216
355 28287, 20216
381 282817, 28027
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9 CFR—Continued Page
PrOPOSED RULES:
92 : 29603
303 27298
317 27229
319 28072
381 : 27229
10 CFR ~ Page
20 29314
30 29314
32 29314
.50 28029
PRrOPOSED RULES: -
70 28301
12 CFR )
21 N . - 27829
216 .- 27830
217, R 28461
265 29073
326 27832
329__ . 28288, 20314
524 28030, 29461
525 28030
526 - 29567
545 28815, 29568, 29802
556 28816
561 29569
563 29569
' 563a. ez 27834
570 29569
582 28816
582b, ' 28817
584 27212, 29462
611 ; 27836
612 27836
613 27836
614_- 27837
615 = 27838
618 : 27839
PROPOSED RULES:
7 . 29479
225 28082, 29610
526 : 28081
541 29233
545 29090, 29233
581 29091
582 : 29091
584 28706
701 27846
13 CFR
102 . 28255
PROPOSED RULES: '
120 29092
14 CFR :
21 29569
36 29569
39 27382,

27513, 27600, 27819, 27921, 28030,

: 28649, 28817, 29802, 29803
71 27292-27294,
27382, 27383, 27514, 27600, 27820,
27922, 27923, 28258, 28555, 28649,
28927, 28928, 29073, 29803-29805

73 27292-217294,

27601, 28555, 28928, 29074, 29805
75 -~ 29073, 29074, 29805
93 29463
95 28650, 29074
9T 27601, 28556, 29074, 29805
139 27294
171 28557
234 . 27602
241 27603, 29464
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14 CFR—Continued Paga | 19 CFR—Continued Paze

250 27604 | Prorosep RuLes—Continued

261 27384, 28928, 29574 |° 18 27393

302 27384 19 27393

385 . 29315 20 273993

PROPOSED RULES: g; ggggg
21 2801
36 28012 127 27399
39 27624, 29089 147 - 27399
71 27300, 1175 27404

27301, 27844, 27942, 27943, 28572,
28703-28704, 28840, 29090, 29316, | 20 CFR
29817 -
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ggg ggggg 410 27406
__________ 27406, 27412, 26087
. 399 28704 416 1406

15 CFR

9 29574 | 2+ OFR .

3171. a7220 | 1 27591, 28912, 29576

2 27591, 28553

16 CFR 3 27592

13 28259-23269, | 8 29085

28652-28656, 28929-28932, 29315~| 15 28558, 29318, 29465
29317 17 283558, 29318, 29565

15 28270-28281 | 18 27924

24 24465 19 27592
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52 24465 | 45 27353, 20577

55 24465 | 80 28820, 29577
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1001 27214 | 135 28032, 29573
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RuLes 135b 27593, 29373
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1354 29578

17 CFR 135e 28657
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210 : 29215 | 146a 27593, 29573
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249 27515 | 273 27282
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Prorosep RULES: 1003 28628
210 28943 | 1004 28623
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18 CFR 1030 : 28640
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401 28704, 29606 125 28340

130 12940
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- 4
I — o
159 28031
1301 28479
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4 27399
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10 27841 | 23 CFR
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[ 40 CFR Part432]

MEAT PRODUCTS POINT SOURCE
CATEGORY

Proposed Effluent Limitations Guidelines
for Existing Sources and Standards of
Performance and Pretreatment Stand-
ards for New Sources

Notice is hereby given that efiluent
limitations guidelines for existing sources
and standards of performance and pre-
treatment standards for new sources seb
forth in tentative form below are pro-
posed by the Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) for the simple slaughter-
house subeategory (Subpart A), the com-
plex slaughterhouse subcategory (Sub-
part B), the low-processing packing-
house subcategory (Subpart C), and the

high-processing packinghouse subcate- .

gory (Subpart D), of the meat products
category of point sources pursuant to
sections 301, 304 (b) and (¢), 306(b) and
307(c) of the Federal Water Pollution
Control Act, as amended (33 U.S.C. 1251,
1311, 1314 (b) and (c), 1316(b) and 1317
(c); 86 Stat. 816 et seq.; P.L. 92-500)
(the “Act™).

(8) Legal authority—(l) Existing
point sources. Section 301(b) of the Act
requires the achievement by not later
than July 1, 1977, of efluent limitations
for point sowrces, other than publicly
owned treatment works, which require
the application of the best practicable
control technology currently available
as defined by the Administrator pursu-
ant to section 304(b) of the Act. Sec-
tion 301(b) also requires the achieve-
ment by not later than July 1, 1983, of
efffuent limitations for point sources,
other than publicly owned treatment
works, which require the application of
best available technology economically
achievable which will result in reason-
able further progress toward the national

goal of eliminating the discharge of alt

pollutants, as determined in accordance
with regulations issued by the Adminis-
trator pursuant to section 304(b) of the
Act,

Section 304(b) of the Act requires the
Administrator to publish regulations pro-
viding guidelines for efluent limitations
setting forth the degree of effluent reduc-
tion attainable through the application
of the best practicable control technol-
ogy currently available and the degree of
efluent reduction attainable through the
application of the best control measures
and practices achievable including treat-
ment techniques, process and procedure
innovations, operating methols and
other alternatives. The regulations pro-
posed herein set forth efluent limitations
guidelines, pursuant to section 304(b) of
the Act, for the simple slaughterhouse
subcategory (Subpart A), the complex
slaughterhouse subcategory (Subpart B),
the low-processing packinghouse subcat~
egory (Subpart C), and the high-proc-
essing packinghouseé subcategory (Sub-
part D), of the meat products category
of point sources. R
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(2) New sources. Section 306 of the Act
requires the achievement by new sources
of a Federal standard of performance
providing for the control of the discharge
of pollutants which reflects the greatest
degree of efluent reduction which the Ad-
ministrator determines to be achievable
through application of the best available
demonstration control technology, proc-
esses, operating methods, or other alter-
natives, including, where practicable, a
standard permitting no discharge of
pollutants.

Section 306(b) (1) (B) of -the Act re-
quires the Administrator to propose regu-
lations establishing Federal standards of
performance for categories of new
sources included in a list published pur-
suant to section 306(b) (1) (A) of the
Act. The Administrator published in the
FeEpERAL REGISTER of January 16, 1973
(38 FR 1624), a list of 27 source cate-
gories, including the meat products point
source category. Regulations proposed
herein set forth the standards of per-
formance applicable to new sources for
the simple slaughterhouse subcategory
(Subpart A), the complex slaughterhouse
subcategory (Subpart B), the low-proc-

essing packinghouse subcategory (Sub-,

part C), and the high-processing pack-
inghouse subcategory (Subpart D) of the
meat products source category. ~

Section 307(¢) of the Act requires the
Administrator to promulgate pretreat-
ment standards for new sources at the
same time that standards of performance
for new sources are promulgated pursu-
ant to section 306. Sections 412.15 and
512.25 proposed below provide pretreat-
ment standards for new sources for the

‘simple slaughterhouse subcategory (Sub-

part A), the complex slaughterhouse sub-
category (Subpart B), the low-processing
packinghouse subcategory (Subpart C),
and the high-processing packinghouse
subcategory (Subpart D) of the meat
products point source category.

Section 304(c) of the Act requires the
Administrator to issue to the States and
appropriate water pollution control agen-
cies information on the processes, pro-
cedures or operating methods which re-
sult in the elimination or reduction of
the discharge of pollutants to implement
standards of performance under Sec-
tion 306 of the Act. The Development
Document referred to below provides,
pursuant to section' 304(c) of the Act,
information on such processes, proce-
dures or operating methods.

(b) Summary and basis of proposed
eflluent limitations guidances for exist-
ing sources and standards of perform-
ance and pretreatment standards for new
sources.—(1) General methodology. The
ards.of performance proposed herein
effluent limitations guidelines and stand-
were developed in the following manner.
The point source category was first stud-
led for the purpose of determining
whether separate limitations and stand-
ards are appropriate for different seg-
ments within the category..This analysis
included a determination of whether dif-
ferences in raw material used, product
produced, manufacturing process em-
ployed, age, size, waste water constitu-

ents, and other factors require develop-
ment of separate limitations and stand«
ards for different segments of the point
source category. The raw waste char«
acteristics for each such segment were
then identified. This included an analy-
sis of: (1) The source, flow and volume
of water used in the process employed
and the sources of waste and waste wa-
ters in the operation and (2) the con-
stituents of all waste water. The constitu-
ents of the waste waters which should be
subject to effluent limitations guidelines
and standards of performance were
identified.

The control and treatment technol-
ogies existing within each segment were
identified. This included an identifica-
tion of each distinct’ control and treat«
ment technology, including both in-plant
and end-of-process technologies, which
are existent or capable of being designed
for each segment. It also included an
identification of, in terms of the smount
of constituents and the chemical, phys«
ical, and biological characteristics of
pollutants, the efiluent level resulting
from the application of each of the techs
nologies. The problems, limitations and
reliability of each treatment and con-
trol technology were also identifled. In
addition, the non-waste water quality
environmental impact, such as the ef-
fects of the application of such technol-
ogies upon other pollution problems,
including air, solid waste, noise and ra-
diation was identified. The energy
requirements of each control and treat-
ment technology were determined as well
as the cost of the application of such
technologies.

The information, as outlined above,
was then evaluated in order to determine
what levels of technology constitute the
“hest practicable control technology cur«
rently available,” “best avallable tech-
nology economiceally achievable” and the
“best available demonstrated control
technology, processes, operating methods,
ar other alternatives.” In identifying
such technologies, various factors were
considered. These included the total cost
of applcation of technology in relation
to the effluent reduction benefits to be
achieved from such application, the age
of equipment and facilities involved, the
process employed, the engineering asg-
pects of the application of various types
of control techniques, process changes,
non-water quality environmental impact
(including energy requirements) and
other factors.

. The data upon which the above analy-
sis was performed included EPA permit
applications, EPA sampling and inspec-
tions, consultant reports, and industry
submissions.

“The pretreatment standards proposed
herein are intended to be complementary
to the pretreatment standards proposed
for existing sources under Part 128 of 40
CFR. The bases for such standards are

set forth in the Feperar RrecisTer of

July 19, 1973, 38 FR 19236. The provisions
of Part 128 are equally applicable to
sources which would constitute “new
sources,” under section 306 if they were
to discharge pollutants directly to navi-



gable waters, except for § 128.133. That
section provides a pretreatment standard
for “intompatible pollutants” which re-
quires application of the “best practica-
ble control technology currently avail-
able,” subject to an adjustment for
amounts of pollutants removed by the
publicly owned treatment works. Since
the pretreatment standards proposed
herein apply to new sources, §§ 432.15,
432.25 and 432.45 below amend § 128.133
to require application of the standard of
performance for new sources rather than
the “best practicable” standard applica-
ble to existing sources under sections 301
and 304(b) of the Act.

(2) Summary of conclusions with re-
spect to the simple slaughterhouse sub-
category (Subpart A), the complex
slaughterhouse subcategory (Subpart B),
the low-processing packinghouse sub-
category (Subpart C) and the high-proc-
essing packinghouse subcategory (Sub-
part D) the meat products source cate-
gory. These regulations cover the red
meat slaughtering and packing operation
segments of the meat products industry.
Such operations encompass the processes
of slaughtering, on-site rendering of
various byproducts, processing red meats
into final products (e.g., hams, sausage,
market cuts, etc.) and some specialized
hide, blood or viscera processing. For the
purposes of studying waste treatment
and effiluent limitations, the red meats.
products indusiry was segmented into
four subcategories based primarily upon
differences in levels of organic waste

. load, 'and manufacturing processes em-

ployed as in the Development Document
for the meat products category. The sub-~
categories are: (1) Simple slaughter-
houses (Subpart A), (2) complex slaugh-
terhouse (Subpart B), (3) low-processing
packinghouse (Subpart C), (4) high-
processing packinghouse (Subpart D).
In this summary, “simple” is differentia-
ble from “complex” in that simple
slaughterhouses accomplish very little if
any on-site rendering or byproduct proc-
essing in addition to slaughtering; com-
plex slaughterhouses carry out extensive
rendering and byproduct processing (of
blood, hides, and viscera) in addition to
slaughtering. I.ow-processing may be dis-
tinguished from high-processing in pack-
inghouses in that the former encom-
passes processing of no more carcasses
than are slaughtered at the site; the lat-
ter processes carcasses or parts of car-
casses from outside sources in addition
to those slaughtered at the site.

Additional factors considered in de-
riving this subcategorization were waste
treatability, raw materials, size, age, lo-
cation of facilities, and final products
each of which further substantiated the
chosen subcategories.

Principal pollutants contained in the
raw waste water from all subcategories
are biochemical oxygen demand, dis-
solved solids, suspended solids, nitrogen,
nitrates and ammonia, grease, phospho-
- rus, and bacteria.

Waste water flows from the red meat
products industry originate with in-proe-
ess washing, spillage and filushing during
& given operating shift and with com-
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plete washdown following each shift or
daily operation. Methods available for
minimizing waste discharges from aplant
include maximum use of dry clean-up
procedures before washdown, collection
of blood and viscera for subsequent by-
product use, and general good housekeep-
ing procedures.

Specific concepts used to treat those
wastes which are discharged include both
product recovery systems such as blood
collection and grease recovery and end-
of-process biological treatment. The end-
of-process methods now employed range
from simple anaerobic—aerobic lagoons
to rather refined activated sludge sys-
tems followed by clarification and chlo-
rination. For the most part, all wastes are
amenable to this type of treatment and
very simplified similar concepts (e.g.,
septic tank with drain fleld or holding
basin) will work for the smallest opera-
tions. Refinements in in-plant controls
and specialized treatment were also in-
vestigated. Segrepation and separate
treatment of brines or cure solutions, re-
duction in water use in washing pro-
cedures and Iand utilization or reuse of
final treated efiluents are viable future
concepts.

A significant portion of the industry
has already instituted some of the above
waste management alternatives, partic-
ularly biological treatment and product
recovery, which aid in pollution control.
Incremental costs to the industry to im-
prove current system or Install new sys-
tems by 1977 are estimated to be batween
$50 million and $70 million or an increase
in capital investment of about 3.0 per-
cent. Industry-wide impact of pollution
control upon ultimate preduct price is
estimated to be small and of far less
significance than changes in raw mate-
rials (animal) prices. Costs to the in-
dustry to meet 1983 requirements are
estimated at $107 million additional or
8 further increase of 6.0 percent on capi-
tal investment.

Ancillary impacts of the pollution con-
trol systems were analyzed and found to
be of little consequence. Energy require-
ments of the industry are relatively low;
power required to operate the more re-
fined mechanically aerated biological
systems will increase consumption about
10.0 percent for large plants and about
40 percent for small plants. However, the
vast majority of small plants will not
require & high degree of mechanization
to accomplish efficient treatment. Solid
wastes from treatment sludges and some
odor from treatment systems are en-
countered but no substantial Impact
can be identified.

It is concluded that the efiluent limita-
tions representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable through the appli-
cation of best practicable control tech-
nology currently avallable are those for
well operated blological treatment sys-
tems, For example, the limitation of five
day biochemical oxygen demand BODS

ranges between 0.08 kg/kke livewelght
killed for simple slaughterhouses to 0.24
ke/kke liveweight killed for high-proc-
essing packinghouses. For any subcate-
gory, allowances are made for any special
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Instances such as unusually high volumes
of hide processing where an upward ad-
Justment in the limitation on BODS5 of
0.02 ke/kkg Hvewelzht killed equivalent
may be made. Limits are alsd established
for suspended solids, grease, pH and fecal
coliforms.

Limitations for the dezree of effluent
reduction attainable throush the appli-
cation of best available technolozy eco-
nomically achievable are more stringent.
The limitation on BODS, for example
15 0.03 kg/kkg liveweight killed for simple
slaughterhouses and 0.09 kg/kkg live-
welght killed for hizh-processing pack-
Inghouses. Again, adjustments can ke
made for unusual processing loads gen-
erated by hich volumes of materials from
outside sources. Limits are also provided
for the other pollutants noted above and
possible land utilization or reuse of these
efiluents is explicit in this technology.

Standards of performance for new
sources are based upon the limitations
imposed by the best practicable control
technology currently available with the
added requirement for imiitng nutrients
Including ammonia, nitrates and phos-
phorus and with explicit consideration
given to instituting best available tech-
nolozy where possible.

‘The report entitled “Development
Doacument for Proposed Effluent Limita-
tions Guidelines and New Source Per-
formance Standards for the RED MEAT
PROCESSING Sezyment of the Meaf
Products Point Source Catezory” details
the analysis undertaken in supporft of
the reculations beinz proposed herein
and is available for inspection in the
EPA Information Center, Room 227, West
Tower, Waterside Mall, Washingtfon,
D.C., at all EPA rezional offices, and ab
State water pollution confrol offices. A
supplementary analysis prepared for
EPA of the possible economic effects of
the proposed rezulations is 2lso available
for inspection at these locations. Copies
of both of these documents are being
sent to persons or institutions affected by
the proposed regulations, or who have
placed themselves on a mailing list for
this purpose (see EPA’S Advance Notice
of Public Review Procedures, 38 FR
21202, August 6, 1973). An additional
limited number of copies of both reports
are available. Persons wishing to obtain 2
copy may write the EPA Information
Center, Environmental  Protection
Agency, Washinston, D.C. 20460, Atten-
tion: Mr. Philip B. Wisman.

(c) Summary of public participation.
Prior to this publication, the agencizs
and groups listed below were consulted
and given an opportunity to participate
in the development of the effluent imita-
tions guidelines and standards of per-
formance for the meat products industry.
The draft report on meat products refer-
red to above, includes as a supplement, 2
detailed description of consultations and
other particination by the public which
has taken place and the nature and dis-
position of the comments received. The
following are the principal agencies and
groups consulted: (1) Effluent Standards
and Water Quality Information Advisory
Committee (established undersection 515
of the Act); (2) all State and U.S. Ter-
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ritory Pollution Control Agencles; (3)
American Meat Institute; (4) National
Independent Meat Packers Association;
(56) Western States Meat Packers As-
sociation; (6) American Society of Me-
hanical Engineers; (1) American Society
of Civil Engineers; (8) Hudson River
Sloop Restoration, Inc.; (9) The Con-
servation Foundation, Environmental
Defense Fund, Inc., (10) National Wild-
life Federation; (11) National Resources
Defense Council; (12) Council on Agri-
cultural Science and Technology; (13)
Water Pollution Control Federation; (14)
The Department of Agriculture; (15) De-
partment of Commerce; (16) Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare;
(17) Department of the Interior; and
(18) Water Resources Council.

The following organizations responded

with comments: American Meat Insti-.

tute; Water Pollution Control Federa-
tion; American Socielty of Civil En-
gineers; Natural Resources Defense
Council, Inc.; State of Wisconsin; State
of Ilinois; Delaware River Basin Com-
mission; State of Florida; State of Ari-
zona,, State of Texas; State of Michigan;
State of South Dakota; State of North
Carolina; Esmark, Inc.; State of Maine;
State of Colorado; State of Nebraska;
State of New York; Department of Com-
merce; Department of Agriculture; De-
partment of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare; and Efilluent Standards and Water
Quality Information Advisory committee.

The primary issue raised in the de-
velopment of these proposed efluent
limitations guidelines and standards of
performance and the treatment of these
issués herein is as follows:

(1) Some comments were to the effect
that the limitations were too stringent
and not substantiated by data-used in
the study. As explained in the Develop-
ment Document, the applicable limita-
tions are being met by plants in a1l sub-
categories and established alternative
inplant control and waste treatment
procedures are readily available for ap-
plication by the industry.

(2) The criticism was made that con-
trol of nutrients including ammonia,
nitrates and phosphorus is beyond the
scope of best practicable control technol-
ogy currently available for the meat
products industry. Available information
indicates that some treatment and con-
trol measures now used by the industry
will abate nitrogen (ammonia, nitrates)
in effluents but the abatement is appar-
ently incidental to removal of biodegrad-
able pollutants and not reliably achieved.
Moreover, phosphorus is not normally
removed by the biological treatment sys-
tems now employed. However, nutrient
control by activated sludge treatment,
nitrification-denitrification  processes,
and chemical precipitation of phosphorus
have been demonstrated on subsantially
organic waste loads with a reasonable
degree of success. Accordingly, control of
these pollutants is stipulated for new
sources as part of requirements for using
best available demonstrated techmnology,
but is not required or part of best prac-
ticable control technology currently
avallable,
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(3) During the formulation of these
proposed guidelines, commentors raised
the following questions: (i) Is the pro-
posed subcategorization adequate in view
of variations in unit costs in. small plants
as compared with large plants, and the
possible effect of temperature on biologi-
cal treatment efficiency?; (ii) are the
lagoon systems used as the basis for
“pbest practicable control technology”
capable of meeting the proposed.sus-
pended solids limitations on a. sustained
basis?; (iii) is the control of nitrates and
phosphorous really necessary, consider-
ing the quantity of nitrates and phos-
phorous from meat packing plants?; (iv)
is it economically achievable to provide
the control technology required to
achieve the proposed limitations for ni-
trates and phosphorous in new source
standards and best available control
technology standards?; (v) is the inclu-
sion of a requirement for disinfection
necessary in national guidelines and
standards?; and (vi) do the incremental
effluent control costs, range of costs and
level of costs developed in the Develop-
ment Document accurately portray, for
all sizes of plants, the actual cost of such
controls?

Information with appropriate sup-
portive technical and economic back-

-ground data on these issues is specifically
requested.

Interested persons may participate in
this rulemaking by submitting written
comments in triplicate to the EPA In-
formation Center, Environmental Protec-
tion Agency, Washington, D.C. 20460,
Attention: Mr. Philip B, Wisman, Com-
ments on all aspects of the proposed reg-
ulations are solicited. In the event com-
ments are in the nature of criticisms as
to the adequacy of data which is avail-
able, or which may be relied upon by the
Agency, comments should identify and,
if possible, provide any additional data
which may be available and should indi~
cate why such data is essential to the
development of the regulations. In the
event comments address the approach
taken by the agency in establishing an
effluent limitation guideline or standard
of performance, EPA solicits suggestions
as to what alternative approach should
be taken and why and how this alterna-
tive better satisfies the detailed require-
ments of sections 301, 304(b), 306, and
307 of the Act.

A copy of all public comments will be
available for inspection and copying at
the EPA Information Center, Room 227,
West Tower, Waterside Mall, 401 M
Street SW., Washington, D.C. A copy of
preliminary draft contractor reports, the
‘Development Document and economic
study referred to above and certain sup-
plementary materials supporting the
study of the industry concerned will also
be maintained at this location for pub-
lic review and copying. The EPA infor-
mation regulation, 40 CFR Part 2, pro-
vides that a reasonable fee may be
charged for copying.

All comments received on or before No-
vember 28, 1973, will be considered. Steps
previously taken by the Environmental
Protection Agency to facilitate public

response within this time perlod are out-
lined in the advance notice concerning
public review procedures published on
August 6, 1973 (38 FR 21202).

Dated October 19, 1973.

JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator,

PART 432—EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS

- GUIDELINES FOR EXISTING SOURCES
AND STANDARDS OF PERFORMANCE
AND PRETREATMENT STANDARDS FOR
NEW SOURCES FOR THE MEAT PROD-
UCTS POINT SOURCE CATEGORY

Subpart A—Simple Slaughtorhouse Subcategiory

Sec.

432.10 Applicability; deseription of the sim-

ple slaughterhouse subcategory.
432,11 Specialized definitions,

. 432,12 Effluent imitations guldelines repro«

- senting the degree of effluont ro=
duction attainable by the applicne
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently avallable.

43213 Efiluent limitations guidelines rop-
resenting the depree of effluent
reduction attainable by the appli«
cation of the best avellablo toche
nology economically achievable,

432.14 Standards of performance for new
sources.

43215 Pretreatment standards for new
sources.

Subpart B—Complex Slaughterhouso
Subcategory

Applicability; description of tho
complex slaughterhouse subeptos
gory.

Speclalized definitions.

Effiuent limitations guidelines ropro~
senting the degree of effivent ree
duction attainable by the applicas
tion of the bost practicable control
technology cwrrently availlable,

Effluent limitations puidelines ropro=
senting the degree of efiluent
reduction attainable by the nppli-
cation of the best avalleble teche
nology economically achievable.

Standards of performance for new
sources.

Pretreatment stondords for netr
sources.

Subpart C—Low-Processing Packinghouse
Subcatepory

43230 Applicabillty; dezeription of tho
low-procezsing packinghouco sub-
category.

Specialized definitions.

Effluent limitations guidelines ropro«
senting the degree of offluent ro-
duction attainable by the npplicn-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently avellable.

Effluent limitations guldelines rope
resenting the degree of efllutent ro=~
duction attainable by tho npplione
tlon of the best avallable teche
nology economicolly achievable,

Standards of performance for now
sources. .

Prefreatment standards for now
sourc.\,

Subpart D—High Processing Packinghouse
Subcategory .

432.40 Applicability; description of the high -
processing packinghouse subcnte«
gory.

43241 Specialized definitions,

43242 Efiluent limitations guidelines repro-
senting the degreo of eoffluont ro-
duction attainable by the applica=
tion of the  est practicable control
technology currently asveilable.

432.20

432.21
432.22

432.23

432.24
432.25

432.3}
432.32

432.33

432.34
432.35
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Sec.

43243 Effuent limitations guidelines repre-
senting the degree of effluent re-
duction attainable by the applica~
tion of the best availlable technol-

ogy economically achievable.
43244 ‘Standards of performance for new
sources.
43245 Prefreatment standards for new
sources.
Subpart A—Simple Slaughterhouse
Subcategory

§432.10 Applicability; description of
the simple slaughterhouse subcate-
ZOory.

The provisions of this subpart are ap*
plicable to discharges resulting from the
production of red meat carcasses in
whole or part for the subcategory, simple
slaughterhouse which accomplishes very
limited byproduct processing.

§432.11 Specialized definitions.

For the purposes of this subpart: -

(a) the term “slaughterhouse” shall
mean a plant that slaughters animals
and has as its main product fresh meat,
usually carcasses broken down no smaller
than quarters. .

(b) the term “simple slaughterhouse”
shall mean g slaughterhouse which ac-
complishes very limited byproduct proc-
essing, if any, usually no more than two
of such operitions as rendering, paunch
and viscera handling, blood processing,
hide processing, or hair processing.

(¢) the term “LWK” d(ive weight
killed) shall mean the number of animals
slaughtered during the time for which
the limitations apply, e.g., during any
day or thirty consecutive day period.

(@) the term “ELWK” (equivalent live
weight killed) shall mean the number
of animals killed which is represented
by additional hides, blood, viscera or
renderable materials being handled at a
given plan$ over and above the amount
of slaughtered at the site.

(e) the following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: The term
“BOD5” shall mean biochemical oxygen
demand measured at five day incubation

* period; the term “TSS” shall mean total
suspended non-filterable solids; the term
“kg” shall mean kilograms; the term
“kke” shall mean 1000 kilogram; the
term “Ib” shall mean pound. '

§432.12 Effluent limitations guidelines

* representing the degree of effluent

- reduction attainable by the applica-

tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

(a) the following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be
discharged by all plants in this subcate-
gory for on-site slaughter and subse-
quent meat, meat product or byproduct
production activities which derive from
the on-site slaughter after application
of the best practicable control tech-
nology currently available by a point
_ source subject to the provisions of this
subpart.
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EfMuent Effluent
characteristio limitation
BODSaeeee-. -— Maximum for any one day,

0.13 kg/kkg LWE (013

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum averafe of dally
volues for any pericd of
thirty concecutive days,
0.08 kg/kkg LWWE (008
1b/1,000 1b).

Aaximum for any one day,
0.30 kg/kkg LWE (030

. 1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum averago of daily
values for any period of
thirty concecutive days,
0.18 kg/kkg LWK (0.18
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum at any time, 10

mg/1. A

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

Fecal Alsximum at any time, 400
coliform. counts/100 ml.

(b) The following limitatlons consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.12(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which process hides (deflesh,
wash, cure) from other plants in addi-
tion to its own.

Effluent
characteristic
BODS5acaenae -

Efluent
limitation

Maximum for any onp day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWE (0.033
1b/1,0600 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any perlod of
thirty concecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

Afaximum for any one day,
0.066 kg/kkg ELWE (0.065
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally

. values for any period of

thirty concecutive days,

0.04 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.04

1b/1,000 1b).

(¢) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.12(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

Effluent Effluent
characteristic Umitation

BODS e -. Maximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWE (0.033
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty concecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.006 kg/kkg ELWE (0.060
1b/1,0001b).

Aaximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty concecutive days,
0.0+ kg/kkg ELWE (0.0%
1b/1,000 Ib).

(d) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed In
$432.12(a) by all plants in this sub-

29861

category which employ wet or low-
temperature rendering of material from
other plants in addition to its own. :

« Eftuent Effluent
characteristic . Limitation
Mazximum for any ore day,

005 kg/kkz ELWE (005

1b/1,0001b)

Maximum gaverage of daily
values* for any period of
thirty conzecutive days,
0.03 kg/kkg ELWK (003
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.10 kg/kEkg ELWE (010
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any peried of
thirty consecifive days,
006 Lg/kEkg ELWEK (006
1b/1,000 1b).

(e) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed In
§432.12(3) by all plants in this sub-
category which employ dry rendering of
material from other plants in addition
to its own.

Efluent
characteristic
BODS ceeeeee

TES e —

Effluent
Limitation

Maxzimum for any one day,
0017 K ELWK
(0.017 1b/1,000 Ib).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of

consecutive days,
0.01 kg/kkg EELWK (0.01
1b/1,000 Ib).

Maximum for any one day,
0033 kg/kks ELWK
(0.033 1b/1,500 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
talrty consecutive days,
0.02 ELWK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

§432.13 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the hest available technology
economically achievable.

(a) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be
discharged by all plants in this sub-
category for on-site slauchter and sub-
sequent meat, meat product or by-
product production activities which de-
rive from the on-site slaughter after ap-
plication of best available technology
economically achievable by a poinf source
subject to the provisions of this subpart.

Eftuent Efluent
characteristic ltmitation
Maximum for any one day,

005 kg/kkg LWE (005

16/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
003 kg/kkz LWE (0.03
/1,000 Ib).

Maximum for any one day,
0.083 kg/kkz LWE (0.083
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty days, 0.05 kg/Kkg
LWEK (0.05 1b/1,000 1b).

TES e
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Efiuent

characteristic Efiuent limitation .
Ammonia -... Maximum for any one day,
6.6 mg/1.

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of™
thirty consecutive days,
4.0 mg/1.

Oil and Maximum at any time, 10
grease.
i mg./1. :
PH e . ‘Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0. -
Fecal Maximum at any time, 400
coliform.

counts/100 mi.

(b) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters.which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.13¢a) by all plants in this sub-
category which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

Effluent Effluent
characteristic limitation

BODS Maximum for any one day,
0.012 kg/kkg ELWK (0.012
1b/1,0001Db).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty consecutive days,
0.007 kg/kkg ELWK,

Maximum for any one day,
0.022 kg/kkg ELWK (0.022
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period "of
thirty consecutive days,
0.013 kg/kkg ELWK (0.013
1b/1,0001b).

(¢) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.13(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory wheh employ wet or low-tempera-
ure rendering of materials from other
plants in addition to its own.

Effiuent Effiuent
characteristic limitation
_______ Maximum for any one day,

0.017 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.017

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.01 kg/kkg ELWK (0.01
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0033
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty consecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWE (0.02
1b/1,0001D).

(d) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.13(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ dry rendering of
materials from other plants in addition
to its own.

Efiuent
characteristic

.........

Efluent
limitation .

Maximum for any one day,

0.005 keg/kkg ELWK (0.005

1b/1,0001b). :
Maxzimum average of daily

values for any period of

thirty * consecutive days,

0.003 kg/kkg ELWK (0.003

1b/1,0001b).

PROPOSED RULES -

Effivent limitation

Maximum for any one day,
0.012 kg/kkg ELWK (0.012
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum saverage of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.007 kg/kkg ELWE. (0.007
1b/1,0001b).

§ 432.14 Standards of performance for
new sources.

(a) The standards of  performance
representing the degree of efluent reduc-
tion attainable by the appHcation of best
available demonstrated control technol-
ogy, processes, operating methods, or
other alternatives conform to the limi-
tations derived from best practicable
control technology currently available
are given in § 432.12(a) through (e), ex-
cept for the additional pollutants of
which quantities may be discharged as
shown below. ’

Effiuent Effluent
characteristic limitation

Nitrates Maximum for any one day,
8.3 mg/1.

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
5.0 mg/1.

Maximum for any one day,
0.05 kg/kkg LWE (0.05
1b/1,0001b).

Meaximum average of dally

- values for any period of

! thirty consecutive days,
0.03 kg/kkg LWEK (0.03

_10/1,0001Db).

Maximum for any one day,
028 kg/kkg LWK (028
1b/1,0001b).

Mazimum average of dalily
values for any perlod of
thirty consecutive -days,
0.17 kg/kkg LWK (0.17
1b/1,0001b).

(b) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.14(ay by all plants in this subcate-
gory which process blood from other

——————————

Phosphorus ...

Ammonia ...

plants in addition to its own.
Effiuent .
characteristic Effluent limitation

Ammonis ...-  Maximum for any one day,
|0.05 kg/kkg ELWK (0.05

*"1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.03 kg/kkg ELWK (0.03
1b/1,000 1b).

(¢) The following limitations con-
stitute the quantity or quality of pollut-
ant parameters which may be dis-
charged in addition to the discharge al-
lowed in § 432.14(a) by all plants in this
subcategory which employ wet or low-
temperature rendering of material from
other plants in addition to its own.

Efluent
characteristic -
Ammonig oo

Efluent limilation

Maximum for any one day,
0.083 kg/kkg ELWK (0.083
1b/1,000 1b).

Mazximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,

A 0.06 kg/kkg ELWE. (0.05

1b/1,000 1b).

(d) The following lmitations con-
stitute the quantity or quality or pollut«
ant parameters which may be dis«
charred in addition to the discharge
allowed in §432.14(a) by all plants in
this subcategory which employ dry
rendering of material from other plants
in addition to its own.

Effluent
characteristic Efivent Umitation
Ammonia ~... Maximum for any ono day,

0.033 kp/kkg ELWEK (0.033
_ 1b/1,000 1b),

Maximum aversgo of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutivo days,

. 0.02 kg/kkg ELWE (002

1b/1,000 1b).
§ 432,15 Pretreatment
new Sources.

The pretreatment stendards under
section 307(c) of the Act, for a sourco
within the subcategories covered in this
subpart which are industrial users of &
publicly owned treatment works, (and
which would be new sources subject to
section 306 of the Act, if they wero to
discharge pollutants to navigoble
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128, 40 CFR, except that for the
purposes of this section, §128.133, 40
CFR, shall be amended to read as fol«
lows: “In addition fo the prohibitions set
forth in §.28.131, the pretreatment
standard for incompatible pollutants in«
troduced into a publicly owned treatment
works by & major contributing industry
shall be the standard of performance for
new sources specified in § 432.14, 40 CFR,
Part 432 provided that, if the publicly
owned treatment works which receives
the pollutants is committed, In its
NPDES permit, to remove a specified
percentage of any incompotible pollut-
ant, the pretreatment standard sppli-
cable to users of such treatment works
shall be correspondingly reduced for that
pollutant.”

Subpart B—Complex Slaughterhouse

Subcategory
§ 432,20 Applicability; description of
the complex slaughterhouse subeate«
Zory.

The provisions of this part are appli-
cable to discharges resulting from the
production of red meat carcasses in whole
or part for the subcategory, complex
slaughterhouse which accomplishes ex=
tensive byproduct processing,

§ 432.21 Specialized definitions.

For the purposes of this subpart: -

(a) The term “slaughterhouse” shall
mean a plant that slaughters animals
and has as its main product fresh meat,
usually carcasses broken down no smaller
than quarters.

(b) The term *“complex slaughter-
house” shall mean g slaughterhouse that
accomplishes extensive byproduct proc-
essing, usually at least three of such
operations as rendering, paunch and
viscera handling, blood processing, hide
processing, or hair processing.

(¢) The term “LWK” (live weight
killed) shall mean the number of
animals slaughtered during the tinie for
which the limitations apply, e.r., dur-

standards  for
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ing. any day or thirty consecutive day
period. .

(@ The ferm “ELWK" (equivalent
live weight killed) -shall mean the num-~
ber of animals killed which i1s represented
by additional hides, blood, viscera or
renderable materials being handled at a
given plant over and ashove the amount
of slaughter at the site.

(e) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: The term
“BOD5” shall mean biochemical oxygen
demand measured ab five day incubation
period; the term “TSS” shall mean total
suspended non-filterable solids; the term
“kg” shall mean kilograms; the term
“kke” shall mean 1000 kilogram; the
term “Ib” shall mean pound.

§432.22 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effluent
reduction attainable by the applical
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

(a) The following limitations con-
stitute the quantity or quality of pollut-

ants or pollutant properties which may-

. be discharged by all plants in this sub-
category for on-site slaughter and sub-
sequent meat, meat product or byproduct
production activities which derive from

- the on-site slaughter after application

of the best practicable control technology

currently available by a point source sub-

Jject to the provisions of this subpart..

Effiuent Efiuent

characteristic limitation

BODS Maximum for any one day,
0.28 kg/kkg LWEK (0.28 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.17 kg/kkg LWK (0.17 1b/
1,000 1b).

Meaximum for any one day,
0.36 kg/kkg LWK (0.36 1b/

- 1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.22 kg/kkg LWK (0.22 1b/
1,0001b). -

Maximum at any time, 10

s mg/l,

‘Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.

Fecal Maximum at any time, 400

coliform. counts/100 mi,

@) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed In
§43222(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which process hides (wash, de-
flesh, cure) from other plants in addi-
tion to its own.

Effluent Efiuent
characteristis limitation
BODS5 wcewe.- Maximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWK (0.02
1b/1,000 Ib).

PROPOSED RULES

Efiuent limitation

TSS ccmcmcaa - Maximum for any one day,
0.068 kg/kkg ELWK (0.068
1b/1,000 1b).

AMaximum aversge of dally
yalues for any period of
thirty concecutive days,
0.0% ELWE (0.0%
1b/1,000 1b).

(c) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharged allowed in
§ 432.22(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

Effiuent Efituent
characteristic limitation
BODS5 Araximum for any ons day,

0.033 kg/kkg ELWE (0.033

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty concecutive days,
0.02 ;r ELWE (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

AMaximum for any one day,
0.068 ke/kkg ELWE (0.068
1b/1,000 1b).

Alaximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.04 kg/kkg ELWE (0.04
1b/1,000 1b).

(d) The following limitations constl-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432,22(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ wet or low-tempera-
ture rendering of material from other
plants in addition to its own.

Efiuent Eftuent
characteristic limitation
BODS AMaximum for any one day,

0.05 kp/kkg ELWE (0.05
1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum average of dsily

N values for any period of

thirty consecutive days,

0.03 ELWE (0.03

1b/1,000 1b).
um for any one day,

0.10 kg/kkg ELWE (0.10

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive ds;
0.08 kg/kkg

1b/1,000 1b).

(e) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.22(a) by sall plants in this subcate-
gory which employ dry rendering of ma-
terial from other plants in addition to its
own. .
Efluent

ELWE (0.06

Efuent
characteristic Hmitation
BOD§ accccn- Maximum for any one day,
0.17 kg/kkg ELWE (0.017
1b/1,000 1b).

AMaximum average of dally

values for any period of

consecutive days,

0.01 kg/kkg ELWE, (0.01
1b/1,000 1b).

29863
EMuent
characteristic Efiuent limitation
T8 wevacana - Maximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of

consecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

§ 432.23 Eflluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effiyent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the hest available technology
cconomically achievable.

(a) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be
discharged by all plants in this subcate-
gory for on-site slaughter and sub-
sequent meat, meat product or by-prod-
uct production activities which derive
from the on-site slaughter after appli-
cation of best available technology
economically achievable by a point source
subject to the provisions of this subpart.

Effuent
limitation

Maximum for any one day,
0.065 kg/kkg LWK (0.065
1b/1,000 1b). -

Aaximum averages of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.04 kg/kkg LWE (0.04 1o/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.12 kg/kkg LWK (0.121b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
097 kg/kkg LWK (0.07 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
6.5 mg/1.

Maximum average of dafly
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
4.0 mg/1.

Oiland grease. Maximum a$ any time, 10
mg/1.

Within the range of 60 to

.0

9.9.
Fecalcoliform. AMaximum at any time, 400
counts/100 mil,

(b) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant

Efluent
characteristic
BODS e,

Ammonia...._.

Y3, parameters which may be discharged in

additlon to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.23(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

Efiuent Eftuent
characteristic limitation
BODS.eea.. -. Maximum for any one day,

0.012 kg/kkg FLWK (0.012

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.007 kg/kkg ELWK (0.007
15/1,000 1b).

AMaximum for any one day,
0.022 xg/kkg ELWK (0.022
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.013 kg/kkg FLWK (0.013
1b/1,000 1b).
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(¢) 'The following limititions consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.23(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ wet or low-tempera~
ture rendering of materials from other
plants in addition to its own.

Efluent Effluent
characteristic limitation
Maximum for any one day,

0.017 kg/kkg ELWK (0.017

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
001 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.01
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutlve days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

(d) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.23(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ dry rendering of
materials from other plants in addition
to its own.

Effiuent
characteristic

Efluent
limitation

Maximum for any one day,

- 0.005 kg/kkg ELWK (0.005
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum saverage of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
-0.003 kg/kkg ELWK (0.003
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.012 kg/kkg ELWK (0.012
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.007 kg/kkg ELWK (0.007
1b/1,000 1b).

§ 432.24 Standards of performance for
Iew sources.

(a) The standards of performance
representing the degree of effiuent re-
duction attainable by the application of
best avallable demonstrated control
technology, processes, operating meth-
ods, or other alternatives conform-to the
limitations derived from best practicable
control technology currently available
and are given In § 432,22 (a) through (e)
except for the additional pollutants of
which quantities may be discharged as
specified below. .

Efftuent Effluent
characteristic limitation
Nitrates ~eee- Maximum for any one day,
8.3 mg/lL.

Maximum- average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
5.0 mg/l.

Phosphorus .. Maximum for any one day,

0.12 kg/kkg LWXK (012
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive .days,
0,07 kg/kkg LWK (0.07
1b/1,000 1b}.

PROPOSED RULES

Efluent
characteristic Efiuent limitation
Ammonia —__ Msaximum for any cne day,

040 kg/kkg LWK (040
1b/1,000 1b). -

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecuttve days,
024 kg/kkp LWK (024
1b/1,000 1b).

(b) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.24(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

Efftuent Effluent
characteristic limitation
Ammonis ... Maximum for any one day,

0.05 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.05
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any pericd of
thirty copsecutive days,
0.03 X ELWE (0.03
1b/1,000 1b). -

(¢) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality-of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.24(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ wet or low-tempera-~
ture rendering of material from other

plants in addition to its own.

Efluent Effluent
characteristic limitation
Ammonig ... Mazimum for any one day,

0.083 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.083
1b/1,000 1b).
" Maximum average of dally
. values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.05 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.05
1b/1,600 1b).

(@) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.24(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ dry rendering of
Tsaterial from other plants in addition to
its own.

Effluent Effiluent
characteristic limitation
Ammonia ... Maximum for any one day,

0.033 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

‘Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

§ 432.25 Pretreatment standards for
new sources. Ce

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act, for a source
within the subcategories covered in this
subpart which are industrial users of a
publicly owned freatment works, (and
which would be new sources subject to
section 306 of the Act, if they were to
discharge pollutants to navigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128, 40 CFR, except that for this
purvoses ‘of this section, §128.133, 40
CFR, Fhall be amended to read as fol-
lows: “In addition to the prohibitions

_ seb forth-in § 128.131, the pretreatment

standard for incompatible pollutants in-
troduced into a publicly owned treatment
works by a major contributing industry
shall be the standard of performance for
new sources specified in § 43224, 40
CFR, Part 432 provided that, if the pub-
licly owned treatment works which re-
celves the pollutants is committed, in its
NPDES permit, to remove a specified per-
centage of any incompatible pollutant,
the pretreatment standard applicable to
users of such treatment works shall Yo
;:otrggstpondingly reduced for that pol-
u .”

Subpart C—Low-Processing Packinghouse
Subcategory

§ 432.30 Applicability; description of
the low-processing packinghouso
subcategory. -

The provisions of this part are ap-
plicable to discharges resulting from the
production of red meat carcasses in wholo
or part for the subcategory, low-process-
ing packinghouse which procezses no
more carcasses than are slaughtered ot
the site.

§ 432,31 Specinlized definitions.

For the purposes of this subpart:
(2) The term “packinghouse” shall
mean a plant that both slaughters ani-

-mals and subsequently processes car=

casses into cured, smoked, canned, or
other prepared meat products.

(b) The term “low processing packing-
house” shall mean & packinghouse that
processes no more then the total animals
killed at that plant, normally processing
less than the total kill.

(¢) The term “LWK" (live welght
killed) shall mean the number of animals
slaughtered during the time for which
the limitations apply, e.r., during any
day or thirty consecutive day period.

(d) The term “ELWK” (equivalent
Hve weight killed) shall mean the nume-
ber of animals killed which is represented
by additional hides, blood, viscers or
renderable materials being handled at o
glven plant over and above the amount
of slaughter at the site.

(e) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meonings: The term
“BODS5” shall mean biochemical oxygen
demand measured at five day incubation
perlod; the term “TSS” shall mean total
suspended non-filterable solids; the term
“kg” shall mean kilograms; the term
“kkg” shall mean 1000 kilogram; the
term “l1b” shall mean pound.

§ 432:32 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of cffluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available.

(a) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged by all plants in this subcaterory
for on-site slaughter and subsquent meat,
meat product or by-product production
activities which derive from the on-site
slaughter after application of the best
practicable control technology currently
ayvailable by a point source subject to the
provisions of this subpart.
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+ Efluent Effluent

characteristic limitation

BOD5 e _. Maxzimum for By one day,
020 kg/kkg LWK (0.20
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecuftive days,
0.12 kg/kkg LWK (0.I2
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.33 kg/kkg LWK (033
1b/1,0001b).

AMaximum average of dally
values ,for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
020 kg/kkg LWEK (0.20
1b/1,6001b). .

Aaximum at any time 10,

grease, mg/1. .

Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0. .

Fecal

coliform_... Maximum at any time.

() The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition tothe discharge allowed in
§ 432.32(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which process hides (deflesh, wash,
cure) from other plants in addition to

its own.
Effuent Effluent
characteristic limitation
- BODS e ~-. Maximum for any one day,
. 0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWK (0.02

. . 1b/1,0001b).
b S S Maximum for any one day,

0.066 kg/kkg ELWK (0.066
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.04 kg/kkg ELWK (0.04
1b/1,000 1b).

(c) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant

parameters which may be distharged in

addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.32(2) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which process blood from other

plants in addition to its own.

Effiluent Effiuent
characteristic limitation
BODS-——__—_: Maximum for any one day,

0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b). .

Aaximum for any one day,
0.066 kg/kkg ELWK (0.066
1b/1,000 1b) .

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.04 kg/kkg ELWK (0.04
1b/1,0001D).

(d) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition fto the discharge allowed in
§ 432.32(a) by all plants in this subcate-

PROPOSED RULES

gory which employ wet or low-tempera-

ture rendering of material from other

plants in addition to its own.
Efftuent Eftuent
characteristic ltmitation

BODS e JMaximum for any ons day,
0.05 kg/kkg ELWE (0.05
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perfod of
thirty concecutive days,
003 kg/kkg ELWE (0.03
1b/1,0001b). *

Maximum for any ong day,
0.10 kg/kkg ELWE (0.10
1b/1,0001b).

AMaximum average of dally
values for any perlcd of
thirty consecutive days,
0.06 kg/kkg ELWE (0.00
1b/1,000 1b).

.(e) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.32(a) by all plants in this suh-
category which employ dry rendering
of material from other plants in addition
to its own.

Effiuent Effluent
characteristic limitation

BODS e - Maximum for any one day,
0.017 kg/kkg ELWE (0.017
1b/1,000 1b).

AMaximum average of dally
values for any perled of
thirty consecutive days,
0.01 kg/kkg ELWK (001
1b/1,000 1b).

AMaximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWE (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

. Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty concecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWE (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

§432.33 Effluent limitations guidelines
representing the degree of effiuent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best available technology
economically achicvable.

(a) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be
discharged after application by all plants
in this subcategory for on-site slaughter
and subsequent meat, meat product and
by-product’ production activitles which
derive from the on-site slaughter after
application of best available technology
economically achievable by a point
source subject to the provisions of this
subpart.

Effiuent
characteristic

BODScaaaeee.

Efftuent
itmstation
AMaximum for sny ons day,
0.065 kg/kkg LWE (0.065

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty consecutive days,
004 kg/kkg LWE  (0.0%
1b/1,000 1b).

AMnximum for any one day,
010 kg/kkg LWEK (010
1b/1,0001b).
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Effuent
characteristic Effluent limitation

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
006 kg/kkg LWEK (0.06
1b/1,0001b).

Ammonia..... Maximum for any one day,
6.5 mgz/1.

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
4.0mg/1.

Oll and
greace. Maximum at any time 10
mg/1.
PHoccaeaeeee- Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0,
Fecal R
collform. Maximum at any time 400

counts/100 ml.

(b) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§432.33¢(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

Efluent
characteristic

Efiuent -
limitation
Maximum for any one day,
0.012 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.012
.. 1b/1,0001b).
Maximum average of dafly
values for any period of
consecutive days,
0.007 kg/kkg ELWE (0.007
1b/1,000 1b).
88 -cccacca-. Maximum for any one day,
0.022 kg/kkg ELWE (0.022
1b/1,000 1b).
um average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.013 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.013
1b/1,060 1b).

(¢) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
$432.33(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which employ web or low-tem-
perature rendering of materials from
other plants in addition to its own.

Efluent Effluent
characteristtc limitation
BOD e Maximum for any one day,
0.017 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.017
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
001 kg/kkg ELWE (0.0
1b/1,000 1b).

TSSemcccccnnnea Maximum for any one day,
- 0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
002 kg/kkz ELWE (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

(d) The folowing limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.33(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ dry rendering of ma-
:gsrials Irom other plants in addition to

own.
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Effluent Effluent
characteristic limitation
BODSeeeee e Maximum for any one day,

0.005 kg/kkg ELWK (0.005
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.003 kg/kkg ELWK (0.003
1b/1,000 1b).

T8S e, Maximum for any one day,
0.012 kg/kkg ELWK (0.012
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.007 kg/kkg ELWK (0.007
1b/1,000 1b).

§ 432,34 Standards of performance for
new sources.

(a) The standards of performance
representing the degree of effluent reduc-
tion attainable by the application of best
availgble demonstrated control technol-
ogy, processes, operating methods, or

other alternatives conform to the limita- .

tlons derived from best practicable con~
trol technology currently available and
are glven in § 432.32(2) through (e) ex-
cept for the additional pollutants of
which quantities may be discharged as
specified below:
Effiuent
characteristic

Effiluent
limitation

Maximum for any one day,
8.3 mg/L

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlods of
thirty consecutive days,
5.0 mg/1.

Mazximum for any one day,
0.12 kg/kkg LWK (0.12 1b/
1,000 1b). -

Maximum average of daily
values fqr any period of
thirty consecutive days,

Phosphorus.-.

0.07 kg/kkg LWK (0.07 1b/

1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.40 kg/kkg LWK (0.40 1b/
1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.24 kg/kkg LWK (0.24 1b/
1,000 1b).

(b) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
‘§ 432.34(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

Efluent Effiuent
characteristic limitation
Ammonia._ .. Maximum for any one day,

0.05 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.05 .

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0,03 kg/kkg ELWK (0.03
" 1b/1,000 1b).

(c) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.34(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ wet or low-tempera-
ture rendering of material from other
plants in addition to its own.

.§432.35 Pretreatment

PROPOSED RULES

Effluent Efiuent
characteristic limitation
Ammonia.._.. Maximum for any one day,

0.083 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.083
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.06 kg/kkg ELWK (0.056

~ 1b/1,000 1b).

(d) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge sllowed in
§ 432.34(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ dry rendering of ma-
terlal from other plants in addition to
its own.

. Effluent Efftuent
chardcteristic limitation
Ammonia____. Maximum for any one day,

0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0.033
1b/1,000 1b).

Meximunm average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.02
1b/1,0001b).

standards for

new sources.

The pretreatment standards under
section 307(c) of the Act, for a source-
within the subcategories covered in this
subpart which are industrial users of a
publicly owned trestment works (and
which would be new sources subject to
section 306 of the Act, if they were to
discharge pollutants to navigable wa-
ters), shall be the standard set forth in
Part 128, 40 CFR, except that for the
purposes of this section, §128.133, 40
CFR, shall be amended to read as fol-
lows: “In addition to the prohibitions set
forth in §128.131, the pretreatment
standard for incompatible pollutants in-
troduced into g publicly owned treatment
works by a major contributing industry
shall be the standard of performance

for new sources specified in § 432.34, 40 .

CFR, Part 432 provided that, if the pub-
licly owned treatment works which re-
ceives the pollutants is committed, in its
NPDES permit, to remove a specified
percentage of any incompatible pollut-
ant, the pretreatment standard applica-
ble to users of such treatment works
shall ber corresnondlngly reduced for that
pollutant.”

Subpart D—High Processmg Packmghouse

Subcategory

§432.40 Applicability; description of
the high-processing packinghouse
subcategory.

The provisions-of this part are appli-
cable to discharges resulting from the
production of red meat carcasses in
whole or part for the subcategory, high-
processing packinghouse which processes
both animals slaughtered at the site and
additional carcasses from outside sources.

§ 43241 Specialized definitions.
" For the purposes of this subpart:

(a) The term “packinghouse” shall
mean g plant that both slaughters ani-

mals and subsequently processes care
casses into. cured, smoked, canned or
other prepared meat products.

(b)Y The term *“high-processing packs
inghouse” shall mean s packinghouse
which processes both the total of animals
slaughtered at the site and additional
carcasses from outside sources.

(¢c) The term “LWK” (lve welght
killed) shall mean the number of ani-
mals slaughtered during the time for
which the limitations apply, e.g., during
any day or thirty consecutive day period.

(d) The term “ELWK” equivalent llve
weight killed) shall mean the number of
animals killed which is represented by
additional hides, blood, viscera or ren-
derable materials being handled at o
given plant over and above the amount
of slaughter at the site.

(e) The following abbreviations shall
have the following meanings: The term
“BODS5” shall mean blochemical oxygen
demand measured at five day incubgn-
tion period; the term “TSS” shall mean
total suspended non-filterable solids; the
term “kg” shall mean kilograms; the
term “kkg” shall mean 1000 kilogram;
the term “Ib” shall mean pound.

§ 43242 Eflluent limitations guidelines
representing the degrce of effluent
reduction attainable by the applica-
tion of the best practicable control
technology currently available,

(a) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be
discharged by all plants in this subcate-
gory for on-site slaughter and subsequent
meat, meat product or byproduct produc-
tion activities which derive from the on-
site slaughter after application of the
best practicable control technology cur«
rently available by a point source sub-
ject to the provisions of this subpart.

Effluent Effluent
characteristic limitation
Maximum for any one day,

0.40 kg/kkg LWK (0.401b/

1,0001b).

Maximum averago of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.24 kp/kkg LWK (0.24 1b/
1,0001b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.51 kg/kke LWK (0.561 1b/
1,000 1b).

- Moximum for any ono day,
values for any perlod of
thirty conssoutive days,
0.31 kp/kkg LWK (0.31 1b/

1,0001b),
Ofl and grease. Maximum at any time 10
: mg/1
PHeeaaee Within the range of 6.0 to
9.0.
Fecal Maximum at any time, 400
coliform. counts/100 ml,

(b) Fhe following Ilimitations con-
stitute the quantity or quality of pol-
Iutant parameters which may be dis-
charged in addition. to the discharge al-
lowed in § 432.42(a) by all plants in this
subcategory which process hides (deflesh,
wash, cure) from other plants in addi-
tion to its own.
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Effiuent
limitation

Maximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0.033
Ib/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,

; 0.02 kg/kkg ELWER (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.066 kg/kkg ELWK (0.066
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.04 kg/kkg ELWK (0.0%
1b/1,000 1b). R

(c) The Ifollowing limitations con-
stitute the quantity or quality of pollut-
ant parameters which may be discharged
in addition to the discharge allowed
in §432.42(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

Effiuent Efluent
characteristic limitation
BODS.ace-n. Maximum for any one day,

0.033 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.033

1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
velues for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.066 kg/kkg ELWE (0.066
/1,000 1b).

Maximum saverage of dally
values for any perifod of
thirty consecutive days,
0.04 kg/kkg ELWK (0.04
1b/1,000 1b).

(d) The following limitations con-
stitute the quantity or quality of pol-
Jutant parameters which may be dis-
charged in addition to the discharge al-
lowed in § 432.42(a) by all plants in this
subcategory which employ web or low-
temperature rendering of material from
other plants in addition to its own.

Effiuent Effiuent
eharacteristic limitation
BODS...—2-.. Maximum for any one day,

0.05 kg/kkg ELWK (0.056

1b/1,0001b).

- Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.03 kg/kkg ELWE (0.03
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.10 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.10
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any period- of
thirty consecutive days,
0.06 kg/kkg ELWK (0.08
1b/1,000 1b).

(e} The following limitations con-
stitute the quantity or quality of pol-
lutant parameters which may be dis-
charged In addition to the discharge al-
lowed in § 432.42(a) by all plants in this
subcategory which employ dry rendering
of material from other plants in addi-
tion to its own.

PROPOSED RULES

Efiuent Efuent
characteristio lmitation
BODSwceaae - Maximum for any ons day,

0.017 kg/kkg ELWE (0.017
15/1,000 1b).

Moximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty oonsecutive days,
001 kg/kkg ELWE (001
1b/1,000 1b).

Moximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWE (0.033
15/1,000 1b).

Maximum averago of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty concecutive days,
0.02 kg/kkg ELWE (002
1b/1,000 Ib).

§ 432,43 Effluent limitations puidclines

representing the degree of cfflucent

_ reduction attainable by the applica-

tion of the best available technology
economically achicvable.

(a) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or qusality of pollutants
or pollutant properties which may be dis-
charged by all plants in this subcategory
for on-site slaughter and subsequent
meat, meat product or byproduct produc-
tion activitles which derive from the
on-site slaughter after application of
best available technology economically
achievable by a point source subject to

the provision of this subpart.
Effluent Effiuent
. Characteristic Umitation
BODS oo Maxlmum for any one day,
0.13 kg/kkg LWEK (013
1b/1,000 1b).,

Aaximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
008 kg/kKkg LWE (008
1b/1,000 1b).

Anximum for sny one day,
0.166 kg/kkg LWK (0.168
1b/1,000 1b).

Aaximum average of dally
values for any peried of
thirty concecutive days,
0.10 2 LWE (010
1b/1,0001b).

Maximum for any one day,
6.6 mg/L

Maximum average of dally
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
4.0 mg/L

Maximum at any time, 10

mg/l.
W;t%m the range of 60 to
Fecal coll- Maximum at any time, 400

form, counts/100 ml,

(b) The following limitatlons consti~
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§43243(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which process blood from other
plants in additon to its own.

Ammonia .-

----------

Effluent Effluent
characteristic Umitation
BODS mccann 2aximum for any one day,
0.012 kg/kkg ELWE (0.013
1b/1,0001b),

*
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Eftuent
characteristic Eftuent limitation
Maximum average of daily

values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.007 kg/kExg ELWERK (0.007
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum for any one day,
0.023 kg/kkg ELWE (0.022
/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.018 kg/kkg ELWE (0.013
1b/1,000 Ib). -

(c) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 4332.43(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which employ wet or low-tem-
perature rendering of materials from
other plants in addition to its own.

Effiuent
characteristic Efftuent limitation
BODS e Maximum for any one day,
0.017 kg/kkg ELWK (0017
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty consecutive days,

(0.01

P £o3 J——

Maximum for any one day,
0.033 kg/kkg ELWK (0.033
15/1,000 Ib).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.02_kg/kkg ELWE (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).

(d) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§432.43(a) by all plants in this sub-
category which employ dry rendering of
materials from other plants in addition
to its own.

Eftuent
characteristic
BODS e

Efluent
limitation
Maximum for any one day,
0005 kg/kkg ELWEK
(0.005 /1,000 Ib).
Maximum average of dally
values for any . period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.003 ELWK
(0.003 1b/1,000 Ib).
Maximum for any one day,
0.012 kg/kky ELWEK
(0.0121b/1,000 1b).
Maximum average of dafly
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.007 g/kkg  ELWE
(0.0071b/1,000 1b).

§ 432,44 Standards of performance Yor
. new sources.

(a) The standards of performance rep-
resenting“the degree of efiuent reduction
attainable by the application of best
available demonstrated control technol-
08y, Dprocesses, operating mefhods, or
other altermatives conform to the limita-
tions derdved from best practicable con-
trol technolozy cwrrently available are
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PROPOSED RULES

given in §43242 (a) through (e), ex-
cept for the additional pollutants of
which quantities may be discharged as
shown below.

Effluent Effiuent
eharacteristic limitation .
Nitrates..._.- Maximum for any one day, -

8.3 mg/L .

Maximum gaverage of daily
values for any period of
thirty - consecutive days,
5.0 mg/1.

Phosphorus._. Maximum for any one day,
. 0.18 kg/kkg LWK (0.18
1b/1,000 1b).

Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
011 kg/kkg LWK (0.11
1b/1,000 1b).

) Ammonia. ... Maximum for any one day,

0.85 kg/kkg LWK (0.65
1h/1,000 1b). -

Maximum average of dalily
_values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
040 kg/kKkg LWK (0.40
1b/1,000 1b).

(b) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality.of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.44(a) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which process blood from other
plants in addition to its own.

. Efftuent - Efftuent
characteristic - limitation
Ammonla...... Mazimum for any one day,

0.05 kg/kkg ELWK (0.05
1b/1,000 1b).
Maximum average of daily
values for any period of
= thirty consecutive days,
0.03- kg/kkg ELWK (0.03
1b/1,000 1b). ~

(¢) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed in
§ 432.44(2) by all plants in this subcate-
gory which employ wet or low-tempera-
ture rendering of material from other
plants in addition to its own.

Efiuent Effiuent
characteristic limitation
Ammonia..__. Maximum for any one day,

0083 kg/kkg ELWK
/ (0.083 1b/1,000 1b).

Efiluent
characteristic Efluent limitation
. Maximum average of dafly
values for any period of
thirty consecutive days,
0.05 kg/kkg ELWK (0.05
1b/1,000 1b). .

(@) The following limitations consti-
tute the quantity or quality of pollutant
parameters which may be discharged in
addition to the discharge allowed In
§ 432.44(2) by all plants in this subcate~
gory which employ dry rendering of ma-
terial from other plants in addition to its
own.

Efiuent Effluent
characteristic limitation
Ammonis..... Maximum for any one day,

0.033 - kg/kkg ELWK
(0.033 1b/1,000 Ib).
Maximum average of dally
values for any perlod of
thirty consecutive days,
- 0.02 kg/kkg ELWEK (0.02
1b/1,000 1b).
§ 432.45 Pretrealiment standards for
new sources.

The pretreatment standards -under
section 307(c) of the Act, for o source
within the subcategories covered in this
subpart which are industrial users of a
publicly owned treatment works (and
which would be new sources subject to
section 306 of the Act, If they were to
discharge pollutants to mnavigable
waters), shall be the standard set forth
in Part 128, 40 CFR, except that for the
purposes of this section, §128.133, 40
CFR, shall be amended to read as fol-
lows: “In addition to the prohibitions set
forth in §128.131, the pretreatment
standard for incompatible pollutants in-

" troduced into a publicly owned treatment

works by & major contributing industry
shall be the standard of performance for
new sources specified in § 432.44, 40 CFR,
Part 432 provided that, if the publicly
owned treatment works which receives
the pollutants is committed, in its
NPDES permit, to remove o specified per-
centage of any incompatible pollutant,
the pretreatment standard applicable to
users of such treatment works shall be
correspondingly reduced for that pollu-
tant.”

[FR Doc.73-22857 Filed 10-26-73;8:45 am]
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